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Bicultural instruction ^as inherent in the program w'filich used both 
languages . for a portion of all the curriculum. On a budget of 
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schools using^^/2 professional staff, 20 teacher aides,, and 7 

'.support staf^Cstiidents receiving S panish instruction met objectives 
re<iarding acquisition of basic concepts and improved language 

. proficiency, but not Spanish readinq skills. Students receivinq 
English instruct ioh met Enqlish readinq objeetiv^s, Tfie program met 
most obiec^ti vas reljarding staff traininq, supervision, materials, 

' team teachinq, and bilinqual aidesj but aot-the important objectives 
r3qard iitq * curriculum developmeiLt and par:3atal involvement. Compared 
to students not tin the proqram, students in bilingual classes learned 
more S«paii&sh and as much Enqlish. It was ,recom«jended that the program 
be 'tcontinlied at all six schools and b*^^ aii|ailab4je^o all ' • 
Spanish-dominant students and to those whose * par^^nts want them in a 
' bilinqual proqxam. Other recommendatibns fwere that the position xpf 
parental' involvement specialist be discontinued and that teacher 
training emphasize usinq teacher aides e.f f ect tvely* (SB) '.' ^ 
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-ABSTRACT 




This report presents data^coljLectjed during the' formal evalua'tion 
bf the 191Arl975 ESAA Bilingiial/Bicultural Project in ^ihfe Austiti 
Indei>endent School District. Th^ Bilingual/Bicultural Project 

jeen assegsfed with th^design set out by" the Office of Research 
Svafuetion's C.I.P,6. Model. This year, the project involved 
four elementary school^ (Allison, "Govalle, Met^; and and 
ithe/^xt^' grade at Allan and Martin Junior High, . 

Jtudents receiving Spanish instruction met oytcome objectives 
|ln acquiftng basic concepts and ii;^proving langijkgfe proficiency. 
Htfw«ver, tlie students -receiving Spatw-sh lang;u€bge reading did not. 
me'etv, the Spanish <^d*dji^ outcome- object;ive. The students receiving 
l^nglish instruction daJih'^et phe- outcome objectivjft for- English- 
read ing. J, ^ .* • / ^ 

Mgfet of fche-'proc-ess and ir^put objectives were me/X The process 
ind input ^object^iv^s that ^fere not met, howler, ^were in the areas^ 
oi parent volunteers in thfr c'lassrootfts to "assists teachers and ' 

Aldefinite area that needs ^attention is 
to use teacher;- aides effectively in the 
teaclier aides also need to plan together 
input- objectives relating to Curriculum ^ 



jcurriculum development 
I the training of teachers 
I clikssroom. Teathets and 
oil a regular ba^sis.. The 



development were not ntet ev^n though this was an area v^^J^ 
important to the project. 



iustin IndependMt School Distric: 
ieed as indicatei^ by the needs 



t Is 



Bilingual education irt t^e 
d^lnitely filli*rig a great 

assessment for the ESAA 1974-19.^5 proposal\^ Results-f rom thiis 

yeast's evaluation support thte View that students in bilingual 
education 'leay^i more Spanish than students who are not in-bilingual 
classes', and they "also learn as much English. 



' . DECISION QUESTIONS 

Otie of- the most ImpWtant services, or even the most important service 
that the Office of R^earch and Evafbatioij can provide to the District 
is to give to those persons in decision making positions the necessay. 
data from which intelli^nt and prudent decisions can be made. .^^^ 
Because of Xhe nature- of federal funds some degisions have alr^y 
been made.-' lii this chapter, decisiorf questions will be stated, xec- - 
emendations made, and supportive evidence discussed as an'^ailable 
iiasis for future decisions and the planning of future bilingual . 
^education efforts.) Some of these questions and recommendations en- 
"compass all of bilingdul education in the District; therefore, 
identical recommendations and supportive data may appear here as in 
the Final Evaluation Report for ESEA Title VII.- . 

SYSTEM LEVEL DECISION QUESTIONS » . 

■ ■ ■ . ■ V ■ , ■• ' . ' 

.'•( • . , . * ■ ■ . . ■ ■ ■ • . ■ ■ > 

QUESTION 1: ' V 

Should bilingual eliucation be continued in the Austin -Independent • 
School District? - V_ " , 

RECQMMENliATION: - / > 

Bilingual educ'at ion should be continued in the Austin Independent School 
Districf . ' • :i ^ s ' 

SUPPORTIVE DATA: " s ^ ^ 

•The needs assessment for the 1975-76- application" for funding under the ^ 
ESAA Bilingual/Bicultutal Project clearly shows needs which the bil^ngu^ 
proiect is addressing. Interviews with parents and principals show 
much support for bilingual education. Even though bilingual .Education ^ 
is relatively new in the Austin Indepencfe-nt^ School District^ som^ 
positive effetCs have", been shdiwn -by the 'evaluat ion of both t^ie ESAA 
Bilingual/Bicultural Project and the ESEA Title VII Project in the areas 
of pa?ent attitudes as well as student cognitive -and affect ive 'growtn. . 

^ ' ■•- » y '., ■ . • 

- QUESTION 2: ' - ' . 

IVho shpuld be included in the AM^,tin Independent School District bilingual 
program? J" / _^ , 

• - I ' > ""^ ^ ■ . " • 

RECOMMENDATION: _ , . Jf ' " ^ ■ - 

All students who are Spanish dominant and all, other students whose parents 
desire bilingual -education for -them. 
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QUESTION 2: ' 

What directions should the area of curriculum development' take in 
the bilingual projedtt 



RECOMMENDATION: . 

The project staff should emphasize that' curriculum development in 
the project concentrate in those special areas that are not provided 
by the books- and materials purchased for the project or adapt already 
available curriculum to local needs, 

SUPPORTIVE DATA: > 

the dli|iculty the proj ect encountered thJ^s year was that the curriculum 
VTTlter hired had. no previous experience in elementary education. .A 
lot of ^the budget was spent on >xero^ing on already available materials 
and not too much time was spent • in ^ writ ing curriculum^ 

■ • ■ / • . o ■ 

QUESTION 3 : . ■ • s . • • 

Staff development is a very important component of the bilingual program, 
what emphasis should it be given by the'^^proj^ect staff? " ^ ^ ^ ' \) 

RECO>IMENDATION-^ . ' 

^ S'^taff development effppts should emphasize the acquisition of ne\v 
teaching competencies that* Irtservice teachers are interested in 
acq^ring and those program staff recSmmend for teachers, in a bilingual 
prbgraln. a - v • - 

SUPPORTIVE/DATA: ' . . " ' ^ ^ 

Some of the .highest r^ted workshop sessions this year concerned specific 
classroom techniques and instructional approaches and their related 
teaching competencies. Another* area that staff d.evelopment may^.onsider . 
is" giving the teachers a sound philosoplical base tor 'bilingual education . 
arlong with practical suggestions as to how fetter implement it in . • • 
the classroom. - " . ' . ^ * 

QUESTION 4: ' ' ' 

* * " ■ . 

What should-Tbe the role of supervis:f.on in the project classrooms? 
RECOMMENDATION: , . ^ 

* ^ : - ^ . 

Supervisicfc of project teachers should be purposive in the sense^that. 
• it should enhance the abilities of ad.1 program educational personnel 
to increase their copipetencies as related to . their roles as bilingual 
educators through non-threatening counseling/supervision approaches. v 



t 

V 
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SUPPORTIVE DATA:* 

The policy on bilingual education adopted by the School Board in 1974 

provides that all students who are Spanish dominant in grades K-3 
receive instruction bilingually. 

'question 3t - . 

How is the bilingual program in the Austin Independent School District 
to be financed? * ^ 

RECOMMENDATION: . _ 

All three available funding sources, local, state and federal should 
be tapped. ^ ^ J - 

SUPPORTIVE DAJA: " ^ / 

Ail three sources of funding should be tapped because the need for * 
bilingual education is found* in many campuses througfiout the District. 
The reason that) local, state, and federal monies should be utilised 
is because soifte. of. the federal guidelines are accompanied by restrictive 
guidelines regarding, the student eligibility. . Therefore, the full, 
needs of the Austin Indeijendent School District can only be met through 
local fielding supplementing the campuses and/or activities not provided 
for under federal governmental assistance. x 

PROGRAM l^VEL DECISIQN QUEST-fONg, • ^ 




QUESTION 4: ^ ' f 



Should the sixth grade bilingual -progjram at Martin and Allan Junior 
Higft Schools be S^ncluded in the 1975-1976 ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural 
Project? 

RECOMMENDATION i 

The bilingual pri^ram at Allan and Martin should be kept. 
SUPPORTIVE DATA: 

* - 

If the bilingual program is to have any continuity, it should include 
Allan and Martin; However, ip order to have a viable program at these 
two schools, certain ^changes need to take place. The existence of the 
bilingual program at these .two schools for the last two years has been 
rather questionable. One of the major problems has been that of 
schedulipg. Unlike the sixth grade centers, Allan and Martin are, 
strictly speaking, . junior high schools and. are scheduled in that manner 
The sixth grade students in the bilingual program^ have suffered because 
.of this type of scheduling. An area that also, needs clarification is 
the use and availability of mater iaiis. Someone at each cam^)us needs 
to be identified as a contact person by the program- staff in order 
to make available ^materials to the teachers and students of the project 



^ \ ■ 

SUPPORTIVE DATA; 

Even though classrooms were regularly visited, a stated purpose for 
each visit and more structure to these obseryatior^s by th^ instructional 
supervision would be beneficial, A sypervision program of this nature 
would facilitate the growth of prcrfect teacher s through, nbn-threatening, 
non-evaluative pro^cedu'resw Thi^ type. of supervision allows the clas's- 
room teacher and\ supervisdt to tollaboratively establish a set of 
formative evaluation procedures which hav4^i:he potential ^o promote 
prof essiorial 'g.{^t;h with regard to specified competencies and personal 
growth as well. * * , 

QUESTION 5: ' * ^ . ^ ^ - 

What should- evaluation address itself to in the bilingual project? 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The evaluation of the project should direct itaelf^ to specific decision 
questions generated by- the project staff. , This evaluation should be 
conducted using standardized research methodology whenever possible. 

SUPPORTIVE DATA: 

Evaluation Is most useful when.it provides data to decision makers 
to make critical decisions that will affect the future or the direction 
of a program. This data needs tp be reliable and dependable and for 
this reason strict standardized . research methodology should be followed 
whenever possible. ^ 

QUESTION 6; - ' / ' / ' v_ ^ • 

What*staf f ing patterns seem to be the most effective in the- bilingual 
program? - ^ . 

RECOMMENDATION:' 

Teaming th^ bilingual and monolingual teachers wit»h the suppor.t. of a 
teacher aide is recommended. Oral Spanish can be taught effectively 
by a resource aide working with monolingual teachers x 

SUPPORTIVE DATA: ^ • . 

Students in the classrooms, where a bilingual teacher and a nionolingudl * 
teacher teamed consistently scored higher in Spanish and English on tests 
than students in a selfrcontained monolingual classroom. 




QUESTION 7: 

^ J » 

/ 

Should the position of 'parental involvement^^^p^cialist ,be refunded * 
next, year? ''\ ^i- 

RECOMMENDATION: ' \ ■ 

The parental involvemeht specialist position should "not be reijAffded 
next year • 

SUPPORTIVE DATA: . ^ ^1 <s. , 

The principals felt that the community representativ.eS should b^ under 
thBir direction- and that the parefttal involvement coordinator should , ^ 
be a ivesource person to them. Considering the cos^ for this position . 
and the fact that'ESAA has only foifr community representatives a > • 
parental involvement coordinator cannot be justilied. This responsibilty 
could be assumed Vy the campus bilingual specialists that are included 
in the*1975-1976 ESAA proposal. ' Fxjxthermore, the community representatives 
stated in. their interviews that 65% of the* time they^ are self-directed 
and do not depend on the coordinator to j^tell theth what to do, ' ^ 

* ■ ' 

QUESTION 8: ^ ^ ^ ' 

*9hottld the Spanish Criterion Referenced Test (SpCRT) iJe continued to 
be used by the project? 

RECOMMENDATION: , ^ 

The Spanish Criterion Referenced Tegt should, be used by teachers as a 
diagnostic instrunrfent . The SpCRT does provide a useful 
diagnostic tool \^ose* use should be encouraged. On the other hand, , 
the inconsistency with which the SpCRT was administered and scored ^ 
and the non-use of the student profiles. by many teachers make^its 
value as art evaluation instrument rather doubtful. * 
» • • 

Additional inservice training on the administratiorK^pd use of. the 
SpCRT would probably not be beneficial since the topic was covered 
during the summer worksho^p and was a topic of a workshop^ conducted 
in September. , What is necessary, is a co^itmdnt on the part of the 
teachrfs^to use the SpCRT. 

. • / ' ' ' W 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 



Program / - -^ - . . * 

■ . • * * . . ' ' * ' 

Thel974-X975 ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Project in the Austin Indepentfent 
Schodl' District was funded from ^uly 1, 1974 through June 30, 1975 for a 
total budget of « $271,530.00.- The purpose^' of ESAA is t;o .provide^resources 
for tihe^ elimination of racial isolation "in school districts und^r a^ 
desegregation order by a federal court; A portion of the available fund^ 
ate 'designated for the elimi-na^on of isolation of minority students 
whose primary language is other than English by providing instriTction in 
their primary language and by emphasizing the contributions of their 
culture. * ' 

Austin's ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Flroj ec^ was designed to establish a ^ 
comprehensive program of bilingual education in Spanish and English in 
schoals ^th the h|.ghest concentration of Spanish dominant Mexicao^*^ 
American students. ^ ^ . 

Six schools participated: - r' 

Allison Elementary (K-5) Allan Junior. High (6) 

Govalle Elementary (K-5) ^ - ' ' Martin Juijior High (6)v 
Metz Elementary (K-5) ' ^ 
Palm ^Elementary (iC-5) ' ^ 

Tlie number of students participating in the ESAA BUinguayBicultur^l 
Project was 1400/ Table III. 1, breaks oujt the project s^dents by ethnic, 
group. Table III.2 yields prtpject totals, these figures are >ased on thu 
1974-1975 enrollment. \ 



The project funded six an^i a half prof essJ.onal .staff ^iositions, three . 
secretarial positions, twenty teacher^ aide positions, and four community 
representatives.! _ • ° • . • . • 

The major components of the project were Instruction, Staff Development, 
Curriculum Development, Parental Involvement ^- and EvJ^luation. 

The Bilingual Education Model adapted^ for the ESAA Bil^-ngual/Bicultural 
Project is described as an Instf:ucti6nal program encompassing the total 
educational process in which two l^guages, English and Spanish, are used 
for a portion of all the curricplum. The amount of time and the treatment ' 
accorded to each of the languages -in both cont;:ent' areas' and language 
instruction, is cQtoiensurate With the individual needs of students., JnheMnt 
in the pro^rkm* of "bilingual instruction, >s tlje teaching of the cultural ^ 
.hexftafee'of the pgople whose languages are used and of J^i^eir Contributions 
'to the commupity, the state," and the country. ^ , ^ 

For students whose* first language is other' than English, the teaching of 
conceEts, cont^ent information, and attitudes ajid relationships is under- 
taken entirely in the first language until sufficient facility i^ achievpc^ 
in tlie use of both languages. 



The"^stin> Independent School District Bilingual Education' Instturtional ^ 
Model adheres 'tib the Statewide Design for BUingual Education adopted by 
the State Board, of Education and the Austin independent School District 
School Board Policy on Bilingual/Multicultural Education, 

Evaluation 0 ■ ' ■ ^ 

The evaluation de$ign for the ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Project was based 
on Austin Independent School District's* C^I-P.O/ evaluation modej. (C- clbntent, 
I«iniiuts> P«ptotesses, and O=out;^omes) • All of the objectives outlined here 
were developed by the ESAA Bdlingual/Bicultural Project as an expansion 
vof thfe objectives and evaluation activities described in the proposal approved 
by the Of flee' of Education. This design reflects both formative and 
sunnatiye evaluation. Formative evaluation reports were issued^^pon the 
completion of major events within th^projecO. ^\ 

SuEisative Evaluation' , ^ ' . ' 

Sumnarive evaluation focused upon the student outcome objectives for the 
pro^e-t. Table III. 3 on' the following pa^^ presents the standardized 
-Inst^u-nents being used, students being tested, dates of testing, and all 
programs in Austin Independent ^School District participating in the testing. 
In all'cases where respurces permitted, testing was conducted by staff 
frox the Office of Research and, Evaluation^ Teachers and aides administered 
other instfruments. ^ -i^:/ 





Ethnic Composition of tlie AISD ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Troject 
* . V ■ 197.4-1975 • , 





Mexican American 
in. bilingual *' 
classes^ 


% of totai;Mexican 
American enroll- 
mentithat received 
bilingual Edui^tion 


Blacks in 
. ^ij/ingual 
ES|^ti»n 


I total Black 
enrollment that , 
received biiin- 
gual Education 


Anglos in 
^ Bilingual 
Education 


% of total Anglo 
enrollment that 
received 'bilinv 
gual. Education 


I 


390 


■ / 64% 




29% 


5 


>-'l5% 


» 




-9 

J / 

55 ^L^^ 


• 49 


28 % 


i 

7 ■ ♦ 


18* 


c-5) ; 


■ ~ ■» 

2f82 


^ ■ • 

50% 


1 


33 % . , 


•J 0 


k, ■ * 
0.00% • 


C-5) 


266 


67% 


1 


. 33% 

, 3, . 


4 


y 

44% 


Junioi 

6) , 


74 


^T— 

/ 53 % 


34 


p9 i 

— % — — 


4 


50 % . 


Junic 
6) 


r 

98 


27% 


7 


1 

' 19% ' 


V 

2 


. : 13% 



TaMeJII.S Testing Pr9gt;am' - , 

■ - - . ' ' L *■ ' ■ '. .i^^ ' ^ ^ ^ " 

SCHOOLS: Croup A^r AijL"on| Gpvalle, Metz, Palm, Or,Cega,-Brooke, Becker, 
Dawson, JiUdge top, Zaval^a ' \ ' v • 

Grotl)) B - Reilly,f. Brown, Maplewood, Rosedale . •'"'^^ • " 

. Group C VMartin,\Allan, BakerT Josli», Webb," Travis Heights, Read, Blanto* 

. • . .% -^-^ ^ V- ^ . . ' 

Instrunfent - ^ . Students \ * . Test Dates <^ P^oT^^yi^ 

. Schools Grades- Sanple * , , , ...^ 

California - A - ' 2-5 *ab% . , . . Odt..* 74 Tl , T7, ,B/B;^A, ICE 

Jlchievencnt ' • m ^ - * * 
t-Readi 



Test- 



ing, 
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California A,C ^-4-6 lOOZ * / Feb. , 75 U, T7, B/B, PA, IG? ^ 

Achieveneat . , ' * . ■ tT^^^^ ' 

JTcst-Reading •/ * a V' 

- & Matti, I ^ A " ^' .^ j^- r-^ 



California 
Atfaieveinent 
test-Read 



A 3-5^ lOOZ . Apr., 75 ' ^ Tl^ T7, B/B, RA, -IG? . 



Piers-Harris 
Sel||Concept 



School 

Sentiment 

Index 



A 



3-4 



5or ^ 

(Ridgetop 
Dawson 
only Bil. 
classes) 



A Nov., 74 

MaflTr' 75 



Tl, T7, B/B, PA, IGE 



3-4 ' .50Z 

(Ridgetop 
Dawson 
only Bil. 
\ A. cla sses) 



Nov., 74^ fl, T7,»B/B,'PA, IGE 

I- 

May, 75 



Prinary. 
Self -Concept 
Test 



A,B K 
A.B K 



per 
class 



Nov., 74 
May, 75 



|t1, T7; B/B, pa. 



IGE 



Btoehn Test 
of Basie 
Concepts 



Jam^s or 
PAL Wng. 
Don. Test 



Janes'^ or 
PAL Lang« 
Dom. Test 



pahish 
ritcripn 
Ref. Test 



Spanish 
Criterion 
Ref. Tests 



A,B K 



100% Sept./74 Tl, T7, B/E, PA, IGE 
Feb, 775 ' 1 



A,B K,l ^^OOZ *Sept./74 T7, B/B, a4SD 



A,B R»l 



All Sp. 

Dominant May, 1/74 
All bilrf 

1/4 Eng. ' ^ 

Dcminan t 



T7, B/B 



O ■ . 



A,B K-5 Bilingual Oct. /74 T7, fi/B. 
classes . 



A,B K-5 ^ 1/3 of-ea. Oct./74 T7, B/B 
bil. class 



Inter- 
Aaerican / 
Series 



■J 



1-5 ' 1/3 of ea. May,/74 T7, B/B 
bil. class 



KEY: Tl - Title I 

T7 -Title VII 
B/B- ESAA Bil./Bic. 




Project Assist ^jESAA) 
Individually Gudied Education 
District Testing Program 
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The conte^ft is defined in the** Austin Independent Sch<y)l DistVict*^ > , 
Evaluation jnodel as' that 'portion of tTie program 'Situat ion ove\ which 
a program has no control. ,The context of the .ESAA. Bilingual/Mcultural 
Project is described here so .that all dfita, conclusi^s, arid reMb<Jftr 
itfendatlons whiA follow may he considered in rpiktion. to all non- 
•flrojipct variables existing sStiu^taneously with project influences. 

Demographic Data . , . t 

Tables IV. 1 and. tV, la present th^ general'^demograpTCLc data for the siad 
''Pifdject schools. All schopls ar^below district averafe^s^or mean famil y, 
'IncoiijB and ^bdve ayerage ^or percetitiage of minority groiip^ students . 

enrblLed. ' - • * * • • ^ ^ > 

Achievem^ftt Daft^ * ' . \ ^ . 

Student achievement; entry levels in 1974-1975 for Project elementary 
schools were lower than the'district median and the national^riorm 
for all schools. The project was operating in a context wl^re low . ^« 
achievement levels were^ common. " / ^ 

School Personnel 

» . ' * - 

'Table IV. 2 and IV. 2a break down the professional staff in each ^^roject 
Sc)|iool by ethnic gifoup.^ Generally, thege. faculties consist of a larger 
percentage ^ minority grbup members thaij the district as a whole. The 
petoentage of minority group faculty members is, however, lower than-' 
the percentage of ^minorit^ group students enrolled in Project schools. 

Pupil TeacKer Ratio ' . ^ 

. The Austin Independent: /Schpel District reduced pupil teacher ratio in 
low income schools in 1973. Therefore, the ratio for project schools 
in the 1974-1975 "^school year was about 22.7 to 1 as compared to the 
di.strict average ot 25.7 to 1 and the higher income schools average^ 
2> to 1. ; ' - 

L ^^^^ 

Oth^ Special Projects » ^^^^ 

The scho^i*^ designated as ptoject schools, for . ESAA ^so qualifyjunder the 
guidelines for other special programs. As a result, students receive 
multiple special treatments, faculties>^re trained by multiple project 
staffs, &nd principals are required to- linage the implementation of multipl 
programs. Th? Ulstrict also funds pil(Dt^oj ects for special purposes in 
some of the ESAA schools. > ^ > . • 

The end result is that schools are under pressure* to meet "the requirements 
of the standard curriculum while undergoing, change institlSted by these 
sjJecial programs. The overlap of these effects also masks program effects. 
WThat student outcora^es can be attributed tq' which treatment s or combination 
(St treatments is. in most\.cases .impossible to determine. Therefore, the 
same data reported^ here inay be reported elsewhere to show the effects of 
andthejf program. 



Loeal Blllngual^ProRram 

In 1970, each of ^he Project elementary schools began a lotally funded 
Blllnguat Program. This .program pnpvided' minimal dtaff training, and 
resources, but did involve st^den'fe^gtn grades K-2 previ^^us tb^he 
ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Pr6Je#t in some form of S^)a^ish^^ftructiori. / 

Overall, ^Bi^iipgual/Bidul^ural Project Scliools atd not rejjJresentaQve > 
of the Austin Independent* School WStrlpt as a» whol^ : P^j^iect ffchools 
are characteri2;ed by a' la^ge Maxicaiv^ercian population, .]^w family ^ ^ 
iacomes, larger than average faniilies^ and lower than average standardised / 
achievement t^t scores • ' » V I 



This yeai; has been the'recond ][>rogram year of the ESAA Billn^al/ ^ 
^icultural Prt)ject in^ the Austin Iifcependent School I>istrict. These schools lit 
the project iSow have many materials fh^C-have»been ordered the la^t two 
years and^ ar^ familiar with the project and it objectifies.' V 
*• ■ - ^ ■ ■ • ■ . . ■ ' ; . 

' The state ^of , Texas has funded a bilingual program in the Ai^tin Independent , 
School District called Senate BfilX l21. The influence of- this program in • 
the project schools has been minimal, if an^ since tfhe Senate Bill* 121 
schools are not the same as the identified "EsAA schools^ * . - T 

^ . ^' \ ' r ' 

Title VII Bilingual program wajs establijfehed^n sixteei/ schools in the 

^Austin Independent* School District. Xhis was the fiyst year of the V 
project. 'Again, these schools* are dif f ereltffrom the ESAA schools. With^ 
so m^ny schoolsln a bilingual program, this^Trbuld have raised the level 
of awareness in the school community at large of the bilingual program, 
in the schools . * ^ « > ■ . ^ 
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Enrollment .1973-1974. 



^ Sc^ooX 

V > ■ 




& A W«» A w 

American ' 


Blac^j" 

y 


^ \ Other 


' Low 
Income 


/□.llson 


■ : •759 ; 


^ > 80% 


. 17% 




76% . 


^GovaU^e 


' - •^798 - Sj 


'■^ 6,9% 


• . 24% 


7% 

.•^ ' 


?9% 


Meti 


592 


• 98% - 


• 1% 

« 




* 79% 




A68 


98% 




Vi% 


82% 


•^llan 


1334 


68% • 


, 29% 


* 3% 


89% 


Mdrtin 


'777 


f - 90% 


9% 


■.-K . 1? 


, ^ 84% ■ 


District 


,59,332 , 


. , 2i% 


. 15%-" 


\ 64% 





Table ly. la 
, Enrollment 1974-1975 



Sphool 
« 


Enrollment 


Mexican 
American^ 


Black 


Othef 


Low 
Income 


Allison 


767 


80% ' 


1^% 


. 4% 


83% 


Govalle 


739 


7^% 


P% 


: 67% 


87% 


Metz 

V * ; 


589 


• 98% 


17. ' 


1% 


83% 


Palm •. 


409 


97% 


1% 


2% 


90% 


Allan 


1020 , ^ 


67% 


30% 


3% 


63% 


Martin 


886 , 


■ 90% 




4% 


58% 


District 


58.457 { 


22% 


15% 


63% 


265^ 



Table IV. ' 2 . ^ p. 

Ethnic Composition of Facultie^ 1973-1974 



Sciiool 


Mexican 
American 


filack 


Other 


Total 


- Allison 


19Z 


21% 


60% 


42 


Goydlle 


33Z^ 


. _ 


48% 


to 
52 


netz 


V 

33Z 


15Z 


52% 


40 


Palm 


* ■ 








Allan 


17%. 


Six . 


66Z 


A2 


Matt in 


- 211 


8% 


71% 


. 51 


District 


6Z 


14% 


80% 


3,055 



\ . Table IV. 2a 

. Ethnic\ Composition of faculties 1974-1975 



School 


Itexican 
American • 


Black 


Other 


Total 




^ 25 .,6% 


12.5% 


61.5% 


39 


Govalle 
C5) 


\34.aJK 


23.7 % 


42.1% 


'38 - ^ 


Metz 
(5) .< 


41.9% 


16.1% 


41.9% 


31 


Palm 
(5) 


30.4% 


13 % 


56.5% 


^ 23 


Allan 
(6) 


27 .3 % 


"18.2% 


54.5% 




Martin 
(6) 


12.5% 


12.5 % 


75% 




District 


7.2 % 


13.3% 


79.3% 


—■ — 

2758\ 




21 



15 



4 



/ 



ir6hjEC?riVESJ^ ' 

- V ^^'-^^^ ^ • . * 

This chapter investdLgates tlie stated ^bjfec^fivea. of the. 7A^75 - ESAA 
Bilingual Project. The^e objectives were derived from the outline tor the 
projfect^s evaluation as it appeared in the prop\)sal approved bythe Office 



of Education. The evaluation design was brief 1 
showing the relationships among the three lev,el 
ievels are inputs, processes', and outcomes as. d 
School District's CIPO Evaluation Model. 




ibed in Chapter %III 
ectives. These 

the Au^in Independent 



iplete form, the level 



On the following pages,' each objective^ appears in _ , 
of attainment is stated, and the evidence used to determine the level of attaxn- 
^ment is discussed. ^ . ^ 

References are made frequently to more detailed descriptions of the data sum- - 
marized here. Parallel to this Final Evaluation Report is a Final Technical 
Report which contains the more statistical and detailed treatments of the 
data collected. The appendices referred to in this chapter are appendices^ 
to this Final Technical Report, a copy of which iff on file m the Office of 
Research and Evaluation. 

The numbering of the objectives follows this format." The first letter refers . 
to either the cognitive CO or the affective CA) domain. The sdco\id letter 
designates the language addressed by the objective, either Spanish (S) or 
English (E).- The first number identifies, the outcome objective, the second 
identifies the related process objective; and the third identifies the related 
input objective. " . --'^ ^ 



C " -Cognitive Domain 
g V Spanish ^ 

3 - Outcome Objective — 
2 » Process Objective — 

4 - Input Objective - 



Example: 
CS3.2.4 



tt 



All the outcome objectives are presented first, then process objectives, 
and then input objectives. • ' 
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SUMMARY OF OBJECTIVES 

■V ■ ' . . 

ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Project ^ 

This tabjLe suinmai^zes the otj Stives and their attainment. Although 
the level of attainment* of some objectives was difficult to categorize 
as either adequate of: inadequate, a chiterminatibn was made by the 
project evaluator in or4er'to assist' the District in decision making 

.concerning the project. Objectives met are typed in all capital letters. 

^^Objectlrkeff' not m6t are^typed i-n lower, case letters. Objectives not 
measured* are Vyped in parentWeses. 

A full listing of thffse objectives and the evidence on .which the levels 
of attainment were .based^is included in this report* The descriptors 
y&ed kere for each objectivi^ also, appear on the^listings of the. 
' det;kilea^ objectives. > 



ALL CAPITAL LETTERS =. OBJECTIVE MET^ 

all lower case letters = * objective not met 

\ 

(Parentheses) - Objective N6t Measured 
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SUMM/filY OF OBJECTIVES ' • 



Area 


-Outcomes 


Processes 
: 1 i 


r • ^ 

Inputs 


Spanish 


' — ' =r 

HASIC CONCEPTS 


SPANISH INSTRUCTION 


gUMMER STAFF TRAINING^ 


Cognitive 






ON-GOING STAFF TRAINING 








BILINGUAL AIDE 


• ■ ■ \ 






parent Volunteers 








MATERIALS 








SUPERVISION 




LANGUAGE, 
^ PROFICIENCY 


LISTENING/SPEAKING 


SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 






on-going training 




-mm 












MATERIALS 


\ 




pjarent volunteers * 








SUPERVISION 




reading skills 
• 


DOMINANT LANGUAGE 
INSTRUCTION 

# 


DOMINANCE TESTING 
SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 








— t- 

AIDE TRAINING 








SUPERVISION . 






■ ■ — '^r" 

READING /WRITING 


MATERIALS* 

y 








SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 








* on-going training 

: ■ ^ 






* 


MATERIALS 








SUPERVISION 


> 






parent vojLunteers 








BILINGUAL AIDE * 






• GROUPING/ 


SPANISH CRT 






INDIVIDUALI'ZATION 








SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 








• ON-GOING STAFF .TRAINING 








SUPERVISION 



. SUMMARY OF OBJECTIVES m 
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Area 
— ^ 


Outcomes 


Processes 


^ Inputs 


Spanlsh 


READING SKILLS 
CONTINUED . 


BILINGUAL TEACHERS 


IbAM ItiALrlJLNO 


Cognitive |i. 
Cohtinued ^ 


... 


use of aide ' 


pxanning wiu n l eacnsr 








RTT TNniTAT ATHF 








suimner slhil Lra^xnxng 


t 


- 




on— going training 






parent volunteers 


* scheduling volunteers 




( 


local units 


miT^T^Tr'nli iTn 1 i Q t" T TTSy Q 

lk« Kl L L U^i^^ll ^ X O I. ^ il^O 




. \ 




cur r iculum dsvelopinent j 


■ . 




■ • - 


: ' n 

curriculum' development 


Englis^h 


BASIC CONCEPTS 


Ll^STENING/ SPEAKING 


SUMMER blArr IKAiNiWO. 


Cognitive 




> 


on—gQing st^f training 


* 




BiLlNOUAL AiUEi 






1 ■ ■ 


parent volunteer 




« 




,Vf AT1?DT AT* C 

•> — ^ '■ ' 1 . ' ■ 






• 


















on""gomg- SLaLL Lrcixiixiig.. 








TlTt TMPTTAT ATHP 

'"^^ ' — 








MATFRTAT * 






• 


r — r ^ — 

parenc voxunLeers 






/ 






READING SKILLS 


DOMINANT LANGUAGE 


T\rwrT VT A KfP IT TP C TTMP 






INSTRUCTION 


<^Hup'p qtapf* tpatmtmc 


• • ; ■ . 






AtWp TPATVT^f^r" 


\ 


■» 




SUPERVISION 


V 






. MATERIALS 






r ead ing / wrl t ing 


' 3UMMER S'^FF TRAINING 


• s 
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OF OBJECTIVES 




, *■ Area 


Outcomes 


Processes 


Inputs 1 






JIEADING /WRITING 
CONTINUED 


, on-going staff training 


K 






MATERIALS ^ 








S^ERVISION ' ' ' ^. 


. , ; ■■ ^ ' • 






paTent volunteers , 








BILINGUAL. AIDE 


Af f ective 


high self 


CULTRUAl^ REFERENCES ; 


SUMMER STAFF TRAINING ' 


^ 3. ■ 


concept 




ON-GOING- STAFF TRAINING 








V ^ — \ ' . 

• BILINGUAL AIDE 








• materials' 




/ • 




curriculum developjrient 








parent volunteers 
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ALL OTHER INPUTS 
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OUTCOME OBJECTIVES 

■ ■ * 

OBJECTIVE CSl: BASIC CONCEPTS * • *i 

Spanish dominant K students receiving instruction in Spanish will achieve 
the midyear socioeconomic norm when tested fot basic concepts on the 
Boehm Test of Basic Concepts (Spanish edition) in February^ 1975. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEyED 

The mean scores for the four ESAA Bilingual/Bicultur^l scores was 35.64. 
This exceeds the midyear socio^onomic norm. 

'eVIDOTCE: , V i ^ ^ 

kllK students in project gchopls were tested with the Boehm Test of Basic 
Concepts in February, 1975. The mean score for all project students 
combined was 35.64. This exceeds the desired midyear socieconomic norm of 35,^ 
3. On ah individual school basis, two cf the schools met the ob'jective 
and, two did not. Appendix J describes the results in detail. 



OBJECTIVE CS 2: LANGUAGE. PROFICIENCY 

K and 1 students who initially score below 50% in Spanish oral- language 
proficiency (September, 1974)' on the James or PAL Language dominance test 
and vwho receive Spanish as a Second Language or Spanish as a First 

Language (SFL) instruction will demonstrate a significant gain (p-^.05) 
on a posttest, April, 1975. - 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

The gains in* Spanish language proficiency for project students was 
significant at the .05 level of confidence. 

EVIDENCE ' . . • ' ^ 

Appendix K describes this testing and presents the results In more detail. 
Significant gains were recorded in Spanish language proficiency for projec 
♦ students who aire Spanish dominant, bilingual or English dominant. 

OBJECTIVE CS3r READING SKILLS - 

a. At least 60% of the project students receiving instruction in Spanish 
communication skills will demonstrate a significant gain in Spanish 
communication skills from pretest date (fall, 1974) to posttest date- 
(Spring, 1975) as measured by the A. I. S. P.. Spanish Reading Criterion 
Referenced Test (SpCRT) . A significant gain will be defined as the 
meeting of 7^% of the object;ives identified for each student's 
prescribed instructional level. 



b. ' Spanish dominaiit -students, K-1, will demonstrate an increase in Spanish 

pre-reading and reading skills^ as indicated by a significantly higher 
number of student's (p^.05) passing at least 50% of the objectives 
Identified for^^ach instructional level on the Spanish Crfterion Re-^ 
ferenced Test (SpCRT) posttest (spring, 1975) than On the pretest 

(fall, 1974). - N 

. * . .* • 

c. English and Spanish dominant students receiving^nstruction in Spanish 
Tending, 2-5, ..will demonstrate an increase, tn Spanish readlng^skills' 
as Indicatedjby a significantly higher numbet of student's (p ^.05) 
passing %t l€iast 50% of the objectives identified for each instructional ^ 
level on the SpCRT posttest (Spring, 1975) than on the pretest (fall, 
1974). \ 

d. Students tested in the spring of 1974 on the Interamerican Series . 
Priiebas in Spanish, will demonstrate a significant increase (p-^ .05) 
in Spanish skills on a posttest in the' spring of 1975. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

. . • ' V . ■ ^ • 

a/ Overall 60% of the project students met 75% of the objectives at their 
instructional level at levels A, t, and D, 'but not at level B Of the 
SpCRT. Levels E and F had too few students tested to me^tsure. ^ , 

b. > Over 50% of the objectives showed significant gains by K and 1 students 

in levels A,'B, and C. v • ' 

c. Over 50% of the objectives showedsignif leant gains by 2-5 students on . 
level Levels E and,F had too^b? students tested to measure/ Level f 
D did not have significant gains evident. 

d. In comparing this years results from last years data, there are no 
consist gains or losses among the schools. Of the four grade levels 
tested ^.n the fo\ir scores, nir^ mean increased and seven means decreased 
from pre to post testing. , ^ 

EVIDENCE: , ^ 

A^endix/R reports the results of the SpCM^p^ting. , . / 

a. When results were analyzed to.detenuipl the percentage of project students 
.who passed from one instructional level to another, the overall percentage 

was over 60%. - 

N- ; 

'b. K and 1 students were identified at levels A, B, ^nd C of the SpCRT. On 

all three of these levies there were significant gains made on 50% or itore 
of the individua^^ objectives. 



C.i 



2-5 students were identified at levels C, D, and E. Level C Is the only 
Idvel where there were significant gains of on at least 50% of the individual 
objectives. On level D there significant gains on fewer than 50% of the 
objectives. Level E had too few students passing to measure'. 



d. Students in project\schools were testing in the Spring of 1974. A random 
selection^ students took the Pruebas in the Spring of 1975. 
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OBJECTIVE CEl : BASIC CONCEPTS 



English dominant K 8tudents*receiving Instruction in English will achieve 
the midyejar socioeconomic norm when tested for basic concepts on the Boehm 
Test of Basic Concepts (English editonX in February, 1975, 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ' . ' " 

The mean scores for the four ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural scores was 35.64. 
This exceeds the midyear socioeconomic norm. ^ ' ^ 

EVIDENCE: ACHIEVED ^ " . 

All K students in project schools were tested with the Boehm Test of Basic 
Concepts in February, 1975. The mean rscore for all project students 
combined'' was ;i5.64. This exceeds the desired midyear socieconomic norm 
of 35.3. On an individual school basis two met the objective and two 
of them did- not. Appenddx J described the results in detail. ' 

OBJECTIVE CE2: LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY 

K and 1 students, who initially score l^elow 50% in English oral language 
proficiency (September, 1974) on the James or PAL language dominance test 
- and who receive ^English as a Second Language (ESL) or English asr a First \^ 
Langu^ige (E'FL) Instruction wilL demonstrate a significant (p^. 05) gain 
,on a posttest, April, 1975. ^ 

^ LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ■ ACHIEVED , 

The gains in English language proficiency for project students were 
signifdcant at the .05 level of confidence. - 

EVIDENCE: ^ 

AppendixiK described this^ testlj|g and presets the -results in more detail. 
Significant gains were recordeSin English ranguage proficiency fgr project 
studejit^s who are English dominmt, bilingual or Spanish dominant. 

OBJECTIVE CE3 : READING SKILLS 'if 

At least .60% of the- project students recei-ving instruction in English 
: communication skills will demonstrate a significant gain in Englisli 
communication skills as. indicated by an increase of at least .6 month per 
month of instruction from- pretest (fall, 1974) to posttest dat? Cspring, 

1915) as measured by the Cklifprnia Achievement Test ' s Reading Subtest, 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED * 

■• ' • . • ■ •, • ' ' 

For students pre and post tested, the percentage showing a gain of at least 

.6 per month are: . ' 

63% of second grade students in bilingual classes. 

80% of second grade students in team classes. 

67% of fourth grade students in bilingual classes. 

66% of fourth grade s^tudents in team classes. * 



0 




' EVIDENCE: 

Second .and foutth grade students were pretested in October, 1974 and posttested 
in February, 19751 The gains made for project bilingual and team cl^srooms 
were calculated to show the percentage of students reported above to have 
gained .6'month per month of instruction.. The full results are reported in 
Appendix ^L. 

OBJECTIVE CE4/ MATH SKILLS 

Students receiving math instruction in English, 2 and 4, will demonstrate a 
significant increase (p ^ .05) in math skills as measured by the Math Subtest 
of the California Achievement Test when fall, 1974 mean scores are coapared 
to spring, 1975 mean scores in project schools. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: 

This objective was not measured. 

EVIDENCE: 

Project students took the Math subtest only once during Itlhe school year, 
therefore, gains cannot be calculated until they a^e retested in the 1975-1976 
school year. 



OBJECTIVE Al: HIGH SELF CONCEPT . 

Students in project classrooms (K, 3, and 4) will demonstrate significantly 
(p ^.05)»'mdre positive self-concepts in the Spring-, 1975 than in the 
fall, 1974^ Tests used will be the Pifimary Self Concept (K) and the 
Piers-Harris, Self -Concept Scale (3 and 4) . 



LEVEL iP ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

K students showed a significant gain in their self concepts beyond the .05 level 
( ©f confidence. Third and fourth gradd students sco^s showed no significant 

change. ^^^^^^.^ 

\ EVIDENCE: , - \/ 

K students were randomly sampled in the fall to" tak€? the PSQi These students 
were retested in the spring. There was change in their sjffrps significant 
beyond the .05 level of confidence. (see Appendix 0)^ 

Third and. fourth grade students were pre and post tested on the PH-SC. Their 
scores showed no significant change." ^ 

OBJECTIVE A2: ATTITUDE TOWARD SCHOOL 

Students ip project "'classrooms (3 and 4) will Vhow a significant increase 
(p < .05) in positive attitudes toward scttr^oipErom pre-test date (Octob^er, 
1974) to posttest date (April, 1975), as measured by tl^e School Sentizient 
Index. • . 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT : - NOT ACHIEVED 

Third and fourth grade project students showed no significant change in 
their attitudes toward school. T 

EVIDENCE: , 

Third and fourth grade students were administered the School Sentiment 

Index in the fall and again in the spring. Their scores showed no significant 

change. * . 
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^ PROCESS OBJECTIVES 

OBJECTIVE CSl.l: SPANISH INSTRUCTION . " ; 

Span.isli dominant K students will recS^ve the^ajority of instruction 
in basic concepts in Spanish. 

When asked to indicate the lai\guage in which each student receives the 
most instruction, K teachers will indicate Snanish fjj^ 95% of the 
studients identified by them 



LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVPD 
This objective was not diret: 
EVIDENCE: 



vanish 

Eis Spanish dominant. I 



tly measured • 



in Spanish, they feported at 
teaching in Spanish/ In the 



When teacher were asked whadcpairt of their time was spent in teaching 



least one quarter of their time was spent 
teacher aide interview, the aides said 
that 46%of their time is spent in instruqtionai reinforcement and 
that 51% of their instructional timie is conducted in Spanish. 



OBJECTIVE CS2.1: 



LISTENING/SPEAKING 



All students, K-5, will engage in weekly listening and speaking activities 
in Spanish. When asked how frequently students engage in listening and 
speaking activities in Spanish, bilingual teachers well respond with 
^'weekly" or more frequently. 



LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 



J 



The percentage of teachers responding "weekly" or more frequently was. 

100% For Listening Activities 

100% For Speaking Activities . 



EVIDENCE: . 

Responses to» the fall Teacher Questionnaire indicate that the teachers 
responding (N=29) indicated that their students were, engaged in listening 
and speaking activities on a daily basis. (see Appendix H) 
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OBJEGTIVE CS3.1: DOMINANT LANGUAGE INSTRUCTION 

Initial reading instruction for the Spanish dominant student-will be 
in Spanish. 

• . ' • . • i'- ■ 

When asked to indicate the language in which each student receives initial 
reading instruction, K and 1 ^teachers will indicate Spanish for 95% of 
the students identified by them as Spanish dominant,. 



LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: 

This objective was not directly measured 
EVIDENCE: ACHIEVED * 

When teachers ,were asked what part, of the their time was spent .in teaching 
in Spanish, they reported at least one quarter of - their time was spent 
teaching in Spanish. In the .teacher aide interview, the aides said^ ♦ 
that 46%. of their,, time is _ spent in instructional reinforcement and 
that 51% . of their instructional 'time is conducted in Spanish. 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 2: dlADING/WRITING 

^ \ 

English dominant students willjreceive weekly Spanish reading and writing 
instruction after they jiave demonstrated reading skills in English and 
reading in Spanish. When asked' whether each student is ready to read 
in Spanish and then which ones are receiving reading instruction in Spanish, 
95% of those identified as ready to read will ^e receiving .reading <" 
instruction in Spanish. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

This objective was not directly measured. 

EVIDENCE: ■ - * ; . 

When the^team teachers were asked what part of their time was spent in 
teaching in English, they reported that at least one half of their time 
was spent teaching English. In the teacher aide interview, the aides 
said that 46% of their time is spent in instructional reinforcement and 
49% of their Instructional time is conducted in English. . • ^ 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 3: GROUPING/ INDIVIDUALIZATION 

Grouping and/or individualizing within classrooms will be on the basis 

of SpCRT profiles, language dominance testa, other diagnostic tests, past ^ • 

perform^fnce, etc., and instruction will be planned according to the 

corresponding needs identified When asked to describe the basis used for 

grouping and /or individualization, 90% of the teachers will merition one 

or more of the^ethods above. / 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

Orie "hundred percent of the project teachers answering the Teacher Qu^tionnair 

reported grouping students for Spanish instruction on at least one acceptable 
basis. /\ ^ . . ' 

EVIDENCE: ' ■ - 

In the Teacher Questionnaire, project teachers were asked what basis they 
used for grouping students for Spanish or English instruction. All teachers 
answer ing"^ the questionnaire named at least one of the bases acceptable for 
this 'Objective and most named more than one. (see Appendix H) 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 4: t^ILINGUAL TEACHERS 

All project students will receive at least part of their instruction from 
a qualified bilingaul teacher. "Qualified" will be. defined as: 



1^ Having an elementary teaching certificate. 



2. Being bilingual in Spanish/English, endorsed by the ' 
Texas Education Agency. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED, . 

1. / 1C^0% of the bilingual teachers in the Austin Independent School 

District have an elementary teaching certificate, 

2; Bilingual endorsement by the Texas Education Agency is presently 
in progress and is not completed at this time. 

• • * ■ . ' , • ■ ' . \. •■ ' ■. 

EVIDENCE: 

■ . • ' ' ■ f ■ , ' 

Iv Persojlnel records of the Austin Independent School District indicate 
that all teachers ^teaching in project schobls have an elementary 
teaching certi^cate. \ 

2. The Public School Commi/ttee for Bilingual Education, Endorsement Is 
presently certifying teachers-'in bilingual' education^ No complete 

■ lists of endorsed teachers are available at this time. 

■ ■ ♦ . ' 

J ^ 

. . \ - ^ . 

0BJ£CTIVE^CS3.5: USE OF AIDE- 

All bilingual aides will work in cooperation, with teachers in planning 
and providing instructional reinforcement for Spanish reading. 

a.. When asked what percentage of time the aide' spends on instructional 

reinforcement of Spanish reading, teachers will respond with an average 
of 25%. * \ 

■ : 7 ^ \ ' ' 

h\ When #sked what percentage of tirne they spend on instructional reifi- 
Nforcement of Spanish reading, the aides will respond ^ith an average 
of .25%. < 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

a. This objective was not directly measured. 

b. This objective was not measured directly. . " 
EVIDENCE:^ . * 

a. ^teachers responded that the aides spent more than thirty percent of 
their time in instructional reinforcement. Teachers also indicated 
that at least one quarter of their , time ils spent in teaching in Spanish. 

'\ . 

. b. The mean response of all teacher aides during their interview indicated 
that 51% of their instructional t^Lme was conducted in Spanish, (see 
Appendix D) and that 50% of their ; sljiis true tio^l time is^spent in 
' i;eading. 
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EVIDENCE: 



V 



a. Teachers responded that the aides spent more than thirty percent 

of their time in' instructional reinforcement. Teachers alsa indicated 
that at^east one quarter of their time l^s spent in teaching, in Spanish, 

^ — ^- — — 

OBJECTIVE CS3. 6: PARENT VOLUNTEERS ^ * 

Parent volunteers will work irucooperation with teachers" and aides to 
alleviate- teacher load, to facilitate small group activities,^ and to 
facilitate individualization. Monthly records of parental volunteer 
activities will shbw at least one parent per class per month engaged i^ 
in-^school ac^^ty^ities. ^ * 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMEOT: NOT ACHIEVED 

An average of 1 student per class was represented in a school a^ctivity - 

each nonth. However, the majority of the parents engaged in conferences, 
material prepraration, and field trips. 

EVIDENCE: , ^ 

Forms for recording the f^articipatipn of parents in school activities 
*were distributed to all project classrooms. In February, 1975 an analysts 

of. these forms showed that 20% of -the project students had been represented 
^y at, least one parent in a school activity. * This averages out to about 

one pdrent in a school activity per classroom per month. 



OBJECTIVE CS 3. 7: LOCAL CURfClCULUM UNITS 

Units developed/adapted by the -curriculum writer will be taught as designed 
ia project classrooms. ' / * 

a. By the end of the project year (May, 1975), each bilingual teacher will 
, ^ have implemented at least one instructional unit* from material identified 
adapted, and provided by the curriculum writer. 

^ b. By the end of the project year (May, 1975), each bilingual teacher will y 
have implemented at lejjist one instruetional unit* developed by the 
curriculum writer. , ^ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

a. The curriculum writer provided the projetft teachers wifh thirty-six 
'units during the project year. . ^ 

. b. .-The curriculum writer distributed a unit she developed to each of the 
project teachers a curriculum unit on "El Dia De La Raza" (in October, 
.1974). No check on the iiise o^ this unit was made. 

EVIDENCE:* ^ ■ , , \ 

The curriculum wrf^ter maintained Records to document the delivery to 
classrooms of each of the adapted , units; A total of 37 units were • 
distributed. 29 ^5 • 



OBJECTIVE CEia: ENGLISH INSTRUCTION 

English, dominant K students will receive the majority of instruction 
in basic concepts in English. 

When asked to' indicate the language in which each student receives 
the most instruction, K teachers will indicate English for 957, of 
the instruction, K teachers will indicate English for 95% of the 
students 'identified by them as English Dominant > ( . 



LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

This objective was not directly measured. 

EVIDENCE :^ 

■. . " * ■ • . 

Wheji teachers were asked \what part of their, time was spent in teaching 
English, they reported at least one half of -their time was spent teaching, 
in Englisl\. In the teacher aide interview, the aides said that 46% of 
their time was spent in instructional .reinforcement and that 49% of. their - 
time is conducted In English. 4 



OBJECTIVE CE2.1: LISTENING/SPJIAKING • 

All students, K-5, will engage in weekly listening and speaking activities 
in English. When. asked how frequently students engage in listening and 
speaking activities/in English, bilingual teachers will respond with weekly 
or more frequently. 

^ ■ • . , • : 

lEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

The percentage of . teachers responding "weekly" or more frequently was - 



100% Foi; Listening Activities 
100% For Speaking Activities 



<£vii 



;VIDENCE: 



Responses to the fall Teacher Questionnaire indicate that the teacher 
responding indicate that their students were engaged in listening and 
speaking activities on a daily basis. 
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■ . • ^ 

OBJECTIVE CE3.1: DOMINANT LANGUAGE INSTRUCTION . • 

Initial reading instruction for the English dominant student.s will be 
in English. ' - / . 

Ifheh asked to indicate the language in which each student receives 
initial reading instruction, Kand 1 teachers will indicate English 
for 95% of' the stud«ents identified by them as English dominant. 



LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED '* 
This objective was not directly measured. . 
EVIDENC^ 

When teachers were asked what part'^of their time was spent in teaching 
English, they reported at least one half of their time was spent teaching 
in English. In the teacher aide interview, the aides said that, 46% of 
their time was spent in instructional reinf oircement and that 493! of their 
time is conducted in English. , - 




OB JECTIVE CE3 . 2 : READING/WRITING . / * . 

Spanish dpminant students will" receive weekly English reading and writing 
instruction after they have^emonstrated reading skills in Spanish^and 
reading ^readiness in English. When* asked whether each^ student is re&dy 
to read in English and then which ones are receiving reading instruction 
in. English, 95% of those identified as ready to read will be receiving ' - 
reading instru^ion in Englii^h. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED . ^ 

This objective was not measured 
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OBJECTIVES CE3.3: XJROUPING/INDIVIDUALIZATION - 

brouplng and/or individualization within classrooms will be on the basis 
of a combination of the SpCRT profiles, language dominance tests, other 
diagnostic tests, paSt performance, etc, and instruction will be planned 
according to the corresponding needs identified. When asked to^ describe 
the basis used for group ing"^ and/or individualization, 90% of the teachers 
will mention one or more of the methods above. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT r * ^ ^ 

One hundred percent' of the project teachers answering the Teacher Questionnaire 
(N«29, 53% of the teadhers) reported grouping students for English instruction 
on at least one accepycable basis. 

•■ . ' . *■ 

E^lDENCEj ACHIEVED 

In tihe teacher Questionnaire, project teachers were asked what basis they 
us^ for grouping students for Spanish or English instruction. All teachers 
answering the questionnaire named^at least one of ' the bases acceptable for 
this objective and several named more than onel (see Appendix H) 



OBJ^PTIV^ CE3.4: BILINGUAL AIDES 

All bilingual aides will work in cooperation with teachers in planning 

and providing instructional reinf orceinent . . < 

a. When asked what percentage of time the aide speeds on instructional 
reinforcement, teachers will respond within average of 50%. 

b. When asked what percentage of time they spend on instructional 
reinforcement, the aides will respon^^ith an average of 50%. 

c. During classroom jabservations, aides will be engaged in instructional ^ 
reinforcement at least 50% of the time. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED * - > ' 

This objective was. not directly measured. 
EVIDENCE: * 

a. The responses to the Teacher Questionnaire reveale4 that 84^ of the 
aides, 16 out of 19, spent more than 30% in instructional reinforcement, 
(see Appendix H) " ' v 

■ . • \ \ " . • • ' ■ ^ _J • ■ ■ . 

b. ThVmean response of all teacher aides during the teacher aide interview 
indicated that 46% of their time was spent on instructional reinforcement I 
(see Appendix D) > • „ 



OBJECTIVE CE3. 5: PARENT VOLUNTEERS 

Parent volunteers will work in cooperation with . teachers and aides to 
alleviate teacher load, to facilitate small, group activities, and to 
facilitate, individualization. Monthly records of parental volunteer 
activities will show at least one parent per class per month engaged I 
in in-achool activities. ' 

.LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED - 

■ ' • ■ . * f 

Av average' of 1 student per class was represented in. a school activity 
each month. . However, the majority of the parents engaged in conferences, 
material preparation, and field trips. " 

. ' ■ * s • • • - . 

EVIDENCE: . ' : . . ' * 

Forms for recording the participation of parents in school activities " 
were distributed to all pro^^ct classrooms .Cftn February, 1975 an analysis' 
of . these forms showed that 20% of the project students had been represented 
by at least one parent in a school activity. .This averages' out to about 
one parent in a school activity per classroom per month. 



I 

I 
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OBJECTIVE Al.l: CULTURAL REFERENCES 



4 



References to the cultures and home backgrounds of all students 
in project classrooms will be incorporated into classroom activities. 

.When asked how they incorporate the cultures and home backgrounds 
of their students into classroom activities, 80%'*' of project teachqrs 
will mention at least two methods 

LEVEL OF ATT AIN^rENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

* ' t» ■ ■ 

This objective was not measured directly. 

EVIDENCE: « - 

Teachers mentioned in the Teacher Questionnaire different ways the ^ 
culture and home background of all students were incorporated .into 
classroom'activities. It was not documented if, each teacHer mentioneil 
at least two methods, ' ' , * 

OBJECTIVE Al*2: " ^ ' ' 

All. Other process objectives stated in this evaluation deBign'.rela.te '> 
to. this outcome objective. ^ 



r , 



._. „ 

OBJECTIVE A2.1: V . ^ \.J 

' ■ . ■ - • : . ^. . r ' ^ ' 

All other process objectives stated in this evaluation design' relate 
to this outcome objective. 



OBJECTIVE A3.1: . - ' 

All other process objectives state'd in this\^eValuation dedign relate 
to this out corfe objective. ' . i 



* . , INPUT OBJECTIVES 
OBJECTIVE CSl.1.1: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 

Bilingual K teachers will receive training in Spanish instruction during 

• the Summer Workshop. Their, responses on, a reaction form will show a- mean 
response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this training. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

^ f / , ■ 

Twelve of the Summer Workshop sessions addressed Spanish instruction. 
The overall workshop mean was 4.3 out of 5.0. 

• • 

EVIDENCE: . ^ 

Summer Workshop sessions were documented and summarized (see Appendix A). 
Each participant completed a reaction form after each Session. The mean 
responses given on the reaction forms for the twelve sessions related to 
Spanish instruction exceeded 3.5 out of 5.0 for 11 of the 12 sessions-. 
Overall the mean response was 4.3. — 



OBJECTIVE CS 1.1. 2: ON-GQING STAFF TRAINING 

Bilingual K teachers will receive inservice training' in Spanish instruction 
during tl4 1974-1975 si:hool year. Their responses on a reaction form will 
show a i^an response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this ^ 
training/N. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT : ACHIEVED 

Project teachers at|^nded a full d a y w ^ Kfihop during whfch Spanish in- 
struction was a major topic. ^«WU;^P^ 

EVIDENCE: ? 

Three separate workshops on diagnostic' testing for 3*panlti|K reading were 
conducted by the bilingual staff for ESAA and Title VII bilingual teachers, 
-Each teachers- attended one of the sessions. The objpptives for these . ; 
workshops were: . 

' 1. Participants will be able to administer and score 

a. VPP-T (Vocabulary Placement Pre-Tefit) 

b. IRI (Informal' Reading Inventory in. Spanish) 

c. SpCRT (Spanish Criterion Reference Test) 

2. Participants will be able to make use of the "Grids" for: 

» ' . » * ■ ■ 

a. IRI (Informal Reading Inventory in Spanish) . 

b. SpCRT (Spanish Criterion Reference Test) 

» ■ ■ 

For t;he three workshops combined, the 76 participants gave mean responses 
of over 3.5 when asked whether the workshop had met its objectives'. 
(8,ee Appendix B) 



OBJECTIVE CSl, 1.3: BILINGUAL AIDE 

Bilingual K classrooms will have the service of a bilingual aide. 

1. Teachers will answer positively when asked whether they have 
the services of a bilingual aide. . 

2. 'Project evaluator will document the schedules of- the bilingual 

aides to determine if* each K classroom is serviced. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

1. This objective was not directly measure; * * ^ 

■ . * ■ ' ■ • . . ' ' 

2.. This '.objective was not measured. 

EVIDENCE: ■ \ \i 

1. In the Teacher Questionnaire the teachers responded that they 
had the services of an aide at least part of the day. 

2. This objective was not measured 

— — ~~ — — - — — — ^i™ — ^ — — — — : 

OBJECTIVE CSl. 1^.4: PARENT VOLUNTEER . 

Parent volunteers will wgrk in bilingual K classrooms. There will be at 
least one parent volunteer inv'ofv^^^i*^ instructional/supervisory capacity 
per classroom per. mbptK as documented b^^las^room records 6n:^parental 
involvement. . » ■ < 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

An average of X student per class was represented in a school activity 

each month. ^However, the majority of the pareints enga&ed^JjnLConf erences, 
material preparation, and field trips. \ 

E^DENCE: 

Formd for recording the participation of parents in school activities 
were distributed to all^p/oj6ct classroom. In February, 1975 an analysis 
of these forms showed that 20% of the project students had been represented 
by at least one parent /tn a school activity. This averages out to about 
one parent in a school-activity per classroom per mont^. > " / 



OBJECTIVE CS 1.1. 5: MATERIALS 

Materials budgeted for Spanish instruction in K will be ordered and de- 
livered. Delivery ^of tliesej^aterials will be documented by the evaluation 
staff. ; " 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

All materials budgeted were ordered and all >these materials received were 
distributed to the schools. f .■ 

( ■ ■ • ■ • - 



EVIDENCE: 



Recdrds in the project files atxd in the Business Of f ice document, the 
expenditure of all funds budgeted for materials. Records of receipts 
of the" materials ordered and dates of their distributioi^ to the schools - 
are also available. 



OBJECTIVE CSl. 1.6: SUPERVISION 

Project staff will be available to help classroom teachers and aides plan 

Spanish instruction. Each teacher will have ^ regularly scheduled meeting, 

once each semester with a member of the bilingual pro jept staff. This 

will be documented by the monthly staff contact form. 

■ • 

LEVEL OF ATT AINJteNT: ACHIEVED 

Each project ^teiacher was visited by project staff on the atrerage of at 
least once a month. - ' 

EVIDENCE: . ^ 

Records maintained by the project staff document their visitation to each 
project school. These visitations were scheduled weekly during most . 
months^. Frequency of the visits ranged from once a we^fek to twice a month. 



OBJCECTIVE CS2.1.1: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 

Teachers and aides will participate in training activities for Spanish 
language development during the Summer Workshop. Their responses on 
a reaction form wfll show a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating ; 
to the success of this training. 

LEVEL .OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED " 

Spanish language development was a topic for training during the Summer 
Workshop. Mean reactions.of participants exceeded 3.5. 

EVIDENCE: 

At least nine of the sessions in the Summer Workshop^directly addressed 
Spanish language development. (see Appendix A) Participants completed 
reaction forms for ^ach session. All mean responses exceeded 3.5, mofft 
were above 4.0. - 
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OBJECTIVE . CS2 . 1 . 2 : ON-GOING TRAINING . 

Teachers and aides will participate in training activities for Spanish, 
language development during the 1974-75 school *year. Thfeir response^ 
on a reaction form will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating 
to the success of this training. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: . NOT ACHIEVED'- 

This bbjective was not measured directly 

EVIDENCE: 

.. - ^ ^ ■ . ^ ^ _ _ ... ^ ^ , . 

Records in project office files indicate that severaL workshops were • ' 
offered during the school year. However, no check on this was made. 
No reaction forms were completed. 



OBJECTIVE CS2.1.3: BILINGUAL 'AIDES . 

Each bilingual classroom will have the services of a bilingual teacher 
aide. ' ' ' 

Teachers will answer prositively when asked whether they have the 
services of a bilingual aide. 

Project evaluator-Will document the schedules o£ the bilingual aides, 
to determine if each* classroom is serviced. - . 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED / 

All the teacher^ responding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated that 
they had the services of a ^teacher aide at least part of the day. 

EVIDENCE: * 

In the Teacher Questionnaire all of the teachers indicated tHat they 
had an aide at least part of the day. The project evaluator interviewed 
the. teacher aides and noted their schedules. 



OBJECTIVE CS2. 1.4: MATERIALS 

Materials budgeted for conducting language development activities will 
be delivered. Delivery of t¥?ese materials will be documented by the 
evaluation staff, 

■j, • ' . . . 

LEVEL OF ATTTAINMENT : ACHIEVED . ^ \ 

All materials budgeted were 'ordered and all these materials received, 
were distributed to the schools. . 

EVIDENCE: / 

Records in the pr'oject files and in the Business Of f ice document the 
ea^penditure of all funds budgeted for materials. Records of receipt of 
the materials ordered and dates of their distribution to the schools 
are also available. 



OBJECTIVE CS2.1.5: / PARENT VOLUNTEERS 

Parent volunteers will provide resources for language activitiesv^nd 
provide teachers with more time for individual or small group instruction. 
There will be at least one parent volunteer involved in an instructional/ 
Supervisor^ capacity per classroom per month as documented by classroom 
records on parental involvement. -1 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: 

An average of'^one parent volunteer per classtbbin p^er tnonth was recorded. 
EVIDENCE: NOT ACHIEVED " 

The Monthly Parent /Participation Farm summary includes data completed in 
project classrooms. This s\immary shows and ave^-age of" 20% ot project 
students per month being represented in in-school, mostly supervisory, 
activities. This is an^average, with some classrooms having more ' 
volunteers and others . having none. 



OBJECTIVE CS2.1.6: SUPERVISION 

Project staff will be available to help teache«s and aidgs-plan instruction. 
Each teacher will have a re^larly scheduled me^eting once each semester 
with a 'member of the bilingual project staff. This will be docunented by 
tile monthly staff contact form^"'^^^^^ , ^4 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT ^ 

Each projectyteacher was visited by project staff an average of at least 
once a month. 

EVIDENCE: ' ACHIEVED . ' - ^ . 

Records maintained .by the project staff docuineaftheir Visitation to each 
project school. These visitations were scheduled weekly during most 
months. Frequency of these visits ranged from once a month to twice a 
month. J 



OBJECTIVE CS3.1.1: DOMINANCE TESTING 

Each K and 1 student's language dominance will be determined by the 
administration o.f the James ox PAL test within the first three weeks of 
school, fall, 1974. Copies of these scores will be forwarded tp and 
kept on £ile in the Office of Evaluation, 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: 

All K and 1 project students enrolled the first week of September were 
tested. 

EVIDENCE: ACHIEVED : 

Bilingual aides were trained and administered the James or the PAL tests 
to all K and Ist grade students during the first; week in Septiember.* The 
scores are on file in the Office of Research and Evaluation. \ 



OBJECTIVE CS.a.l.'a: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 



Teachers and aides wil^ attend inservice sessions concerning the 
importance of and. the use of language dominance scores during the Summer . 
Workshop. Their responses on a reaction form will show a mean of 3.5/5 
to item's relating to the supciess of this training. 

LEVEL. OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

A, session pii : the::, impor4:ance of and use of language dominance scores was 
conducted. No rea;ct ion forms were completed. , 

EVIDENCE: 

A brief session on language dominance testing' was conducted, however, time 
did not permit participants to complete reaction foms for this session. 



OBJSCTIVE eS3.1.3: AIDE ^TRAINING • 

Bilingual aides who will be administering the. James . or PAL test will 
receive training. The names of those aides participating in the training 
will be on file in the Office of Evaluation. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED . ^ 

Aides received training in administering and scoring the James or P^^^ 
tests in a half-day workshop. 

EVIDENCE: 

All bilingual aides hired' the first week of school in August attended a 
half-day training session conducted by the bilingual program staff. 
Aides were- 'trained in the administration and scoring of ^either the James 
or .the PAL tests. The names of the aides trained are oti file with the 
school or schools in which they tested. ^ . 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 1.4: SUPERVISION 

Project staff will bei available to help teachers and aides organize 
classrooms* oa. the basis of these scores. Each teacher will have a 
regularly scheduled meeting with a member of the bilingual project during 
the first semester. This will be documented by the monthly staff contact 
form. . ■ . ' ' 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED - 

Each project teacher was visited by project staff an averaMTTTt at least* 
once a month. . ^ / 

EVIDENCE: 

/Records maintained by the project staff document their visitation to each 
project school. These visitations were scheduled weekly during cost 
months. Frequency of these visits ranged from once a week to twice a month. 



OBJECTIVE CS3.i.5: MATERIALS 

All budgeted materials for beginning reading instruction in Spanish will 
be 'ordered and delivered. Delivery of these materials wUrl be documented 
by the evaluation staff. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED . 

All materials budgeted were drdered and all these materials received 
were distributed to the schools. 

EVIDENCE: * . ^ 

Records in the project files and in the Business Of fic,e^ dpcument the 
expenditurexof all funds budgeted for materials. Record^^'of receipt 
of the maiiir.ials ordered and dates of their distribution to the schpol 
are avaiial>re. * < 



OBJECTIVE CS3.2.1: ^ISMMER STAFF TRAINING 

Bilingual teachers will receive training ±n Spanish reading and writing 
instruction during the Summer Workshop. Their responses on a reaction 
form will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to Items relating to the success 
of this training. ^ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED l 

Seven Summer Workshop Sessions addressed Spanish reading instruction. 
Three sessions addressed Spanish language arts whiolF iAcltided some writing 
instruction. All but one session exceeded 3.5 ori^l\fe|reaction forms. 



EVIDENCE: _ 



Appendix A describes these Summer Workshops activities and gives the 
mean responses on teaction forms for each.*^^ r% * 

^ « ^ t-,iL-;~: 



OBJECTIVE CS3.2.2: ON-GOING TRAINING '"^^.^ \k^jf^ . 

Bilingual'' teachers will receive inservide t^^^ltilngf In JS^^^ 

and writing instruction during the 1974-7'5X^^^ response 

on a reaction form will show a mean respp^s^ .b£ riSVS'/^^^^^^ related to the 

success of this* training. v' .'v i^^^^ 

. . • '-"^'^^ 
LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED y''v-^''-/:^':--:''^^-'''' : • 

This objective was not directly measured " tA'Vf:'" V- - ■ 

EVIDENCE: ^ 0-'"'\;' "- -^ 

■ ^ . ■ . 

Records in project office files indicate that^ siVei^ar^ir^i^^^ 
offered during the school vear. However, no check 'drt this was No 
reaction forms were cc 



:hbol year. However, no checl^ \<)ti t^ts No 
:omplet ed . • . - \ \ \ \\ }[ • V r- • ; 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 2. 3: MATERIALS, 

, : ^ 

Materials budgeted for Spanish reading and writing inst^ctidn will be 
ordered ^nd delivered by November, 1974. Delivery of these materials 
will be documented by the evaluation staff , . 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

All igaterials budgeted ti^ere ordered and all these materials received 
were distributed to the schools. 

EVIDENCE: 

Recbrds 'in the project files and in the Business Office document the 
expenditure of all funds budgeted for materials. Records of receipt of, 
the materials ordered and dates of th6ir distribution to the schools 
are also available. 



OBJECTIVE CS3 .2.4: SUPERVISION 

Project "staff will be available to help classroom teachers and aides/ 
plan Spanish instruction. Each teacher will have a regulaj?ly scheduled 
meeeing once each semester with a member of the bilingual project st^ff. 
This will be documented by the monthly staff contact form. 

>i ' ' ' • ^ • 

LEVEL, OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

^Each project teacher was visited by project staff an average of at least 
once a month. - - . 

EVIDENCE: * ' ' 

\ ■ " ■ ' 

Rei^rdA maintained by the project staff document their- vis*itat ion to . each 

*F!^je<:% schb^fe^^^ visitations were scheduled weekly during cost months 

Frequency of e^lWe:^.y ranged from once a week to twice a month. 

i^^-^i '^'■■ ^■^ Vv . . \ - , w 



; OBJECTi^ '^i^^fvA.riP 

:#a^ent volirat^^p^^P^ in bilingual classrooms. There will be at 

least one plt;^fe^^^| in an instruct ional/supervisory - 

.capacity per (^^ji^^^^^^^ir. month as documented by classroom records on 
pareifiJtal inyply^ - \^ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED ' ' 

An average of one parent volunteer per classroom per month was recorded. 

EVIDENCE: - 

The Monthly Parent Participation Form summary iiitludes data completed in 
project classrooms. This summary shows and average of 20% of project 
students per month being represented in in-school, mostly supervisory, 
activities. This is an average, with* some classrooms having more . 
volunteers and others having none. 



. ) 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 2,6: BILINGUAL AIDE 

Classrooms will have the service of a bilingual aide. 

1. Teachers will answer positivrf.y when asked whether they have the 
services of a bilingual aide. 

2. PlsQ^ect evaluator will documient The schedules of the bilingual aides 
to determine if each classroom is serviced. ' 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

All the teachers responding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated that 
they had the services of a teacher aide at least part of the day. 

EVIDENCE: , 

In the Teacher Questionnaire all of the teachers indicated that they 
had an aide at least part of the day. The project evaluator interviewed 
the teachers aides and noted their schedules. 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 3.1: SPANISH CRT 



;:S9cRT will be furnished to all ^schools and administered by the end 
October, 1974. Staff in the Office of Evaluation will document the 
administration. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

The SpCRT was furnished to all schools and administered by mid-November. 
EVIDENCE: 

• ' • • . ' ** 

All project schools were provided the SpCRT in October. Because of the ^ 
time involved in administering this test. for the first time, many students 
were not tested until November. Records in the Office of Researph and 
Evaluation show the students tested and the results of that testing. 

. 

OBJECTIVE CS3.3.2: SUMMER STAFF/TRAINING 

Teachers and alrdes will be trained in grouping and/or individualization 
during the Summer Workshop. Their responses on a reaction form will show 
a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this training. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED " • 

Three Stammer Workshop sessions addressed grouping and/or individualization 
directly. Other sessions included this topic indirectly. All three of 
these sessions received ratings in excess of 3.5. ' 

EVIDENCE: 

Appendix A summarizes these activites from the Summer Workshop. Each 
participant .completed a reaction form after each session. The mean 
responses given on these *forms exceeded 3.5 for the sessions dealing 
directly with grouping and /9y individualization. • 



OBJECTIVE CS3,3,3: ON-GOING STAFF TRAINING 



Teachers and aides will be trained in grouping and/or individualization 
during the 1974-75 school year. Their, responses on a iT^actlon form , 
will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of 
this training. ' f 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

One v/orkshop during the year included ^training on grouping and /or 
individualizaition. The mean response for the workshop exceeded 3.5. 

EVIDENCE: ' 

The Diagnostic Testing Workshop included the ^opic of grouping and/or 
individualization. The mean resDonse to items on reaction fbfms exceeded 
3.5. ■ . 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 3. 4: SUPERVISION ^ . 

■•, • _ ' > ' 

Project staff will be available to teachers and aides to help plan 
grouping and/or individualization. Each teacher will hav6 a regularly 
scheduled meeting once each semester with a member of Xh^ bilingual 
staff. This will be documented by the month staff contact form. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT:, ACHIEVED 

Each project teacher was visited by project staff on the average of at 
least once a month. 

EVIDENCE: 

Records maintained by the project staff document their visitation to each 
project school. These visitations were scheduled weekly during most months. 
Frequency of the visits ragged from once a week to twice a month. 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 4.1: . TEAM TEACHING 

Team teaching arrangements will be worked out at eaeh school^eo that 

all project students will be served by a monolingual and bilingual teacher. 

as documented by the process evaluators. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

All project students were served by both a bilingual teacher and a 
'monolingual teacher, except for self contained biULngual classes. > 

EVIDENCE: ) 

^ - . - « . . • , - 

Records in the project files show the team teaching patterns of all project 
schools'. 0 ' 
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OBJECTIVE CS3. 5.1: PLANNING WITH TEACHER 

Teachers and aides will plan regularly together. When asked how often 
the teacher and aide plan together, both the teacher and aide will respond 
with- the equivalent of at least 50% of the time. 

■ ■ ■ . • • V- .■ .■ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED * 
This objective was not measured. 



, OBJECTIVE CS3.5.2: BILINGUAL AID^ 

Each bilingual ^^assroom will have the services of a bilingual teacher 

aide. ^ 

» - 

a. Teacl\i^s will respond positively ^hen asked if they have the 
services" of^ a bilingual aide. 

b. Project evaluator will document whether each bilingual classroom 
is served by a bilingual aide. 

- 

^ LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED . . 

All the teachers responding to the Teacher Quest ionnairej indicated that 
they had the services of a teacher aide at least part of the day. 

EVIDENCE: ^ . 

ftJln the Teacher Questionnaire all of the teachers indicated t^iat they 




cg^A^^d an aide at least part of the day. The project evaluator interviewed 
tlie teachers aides and noted their schedules. ■ 
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OBJECTIVE CS3.5'.3: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 

Bilingual teachers will be trained in the use rof a bilingual aide in the 
classroom during. the Sumfner Workshop. Their ^responses oji a reaction form 
will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this ^ 
training. >y 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT:' NOT ACHIEVED . 
This training did not occur. ' 

EVIDENCE: ' ^ ^ . ' . . 

This topic, waa never directly addressed' by any staff development activities.' 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 5. 4: ON GOING TRAINING 



Bilingual teachers will be trained in the use of a bilingual aide in the 

classroom duri-ng tjie 1974-75 school year. Their response on a reaction 

form will show' a mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success 
of this ttaining. _ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

This tralnijig did not ocQur... ' ■ ' : . / 




EVIDENCE: , 

This topic was never 'directly addressed by any staff development .activities. 

OBJECTIVE CS 3.6.1 : ' SCHEDULING VOLUNTEERS 

/Community Representatives will be ^contacting parents and scheduling . 
classroom visitations. This will be documented through monthly reports^ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMEjn:; NOT ACHIEVED 

One of the Conmiunity Representatives major activities was contacting 
parents, however, scheduling classroom activities was not a frequent 
occurance. , 

EVIDENCE: 

Monthly activity reports fo^: the community representatives are 

oh file in th^ project office. These reports show -frequent parent contact 

by numerous avenues, i.e., phone*«alls, home visits, written communications, 

etc. Scheduling times for parents to visit classrooms was an infrequent 

activity* 



OBJECTIVE CS3.7.1: CURRICULUM LISTING^ . . 

Th^ curriculum writer will research available commercial bilingual > 
materials, prepare an annotated bibicJgraphy of these, and submit tMt 
bibliography to the Project Coordinator before the end of Octoberj 1974\ 

LEVEL OJ ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED ^ 

.This activity did not occur. 



OBJECTIVE CS3,7, 2: CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT 

The curriculum writer will select, order, and adapt appropriate bilingual 
materials 'throughout Che year and inake these available to' the classroom 
teachers. By the end of the project year (May, 1975) each bilingual 
teacher- will have been furnished at l^ast one instructional unit from 
material identified, adapted, and provided'by the ciirriculum writer. ^ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

The curriculum writer provided the project teachers with a unit^ she 
developed on "El Dia De La Raza." . 

EVIDENCE: 

The curriculum writer maintained records to document the delivery to 
project classrooms. No check on the use of the unit was made. 



OBJECTIVE CS3. 7. 3: CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT .■ 

the curriculum writer will develop locally relevant instructional jinits 
and provide these in a. teachable format to the bilingual teachers. By the 
end of the project year (May, 1975) each project bilingual teacher will 
have been furnished at least one instructional unit developed by the 
project's curt iculum writer. (A unit is defined as a minimum of 15 minutes 
of classroom activity per day for a minimum of 5 days.) / 

LEVEL 0*' ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED , 

The curriculum writer provided the proj ect teachers wfth a unit she 
developed pri "El Dia De La Jlaza." 

: ■ ' ■ » • .. 

EVIDENCE: 

>^ - . . * ■ ■ . • - 

The curriculum writer maintained tecords to document the delivery to : 
project classrooms. No check on the use of the^ unit was made. 



OBJECTIVE CEl.l*l: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING \ ' . * 

K teachers will receive training in EnglJLsh instruction during* the Summer 
•Worksjiop. * Their, responses on a reaction form will slhow a mean rjesporise of 
3. 5/5 to items relating to the success of this* traln^fLng; . 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED V v ,1 . , 

Six of thfe Summer Workshops addressed English iristructionj the overall / 

workshop mean was 4.3 out of 5.0. ' - 1 \ 

• ■ • , <i ■ • ' 

EVIDENCE: 



Summer sessions were documented and summai;?Lzed (see Appendix A). Each/ ». 
participant 'completed a reaction form after- each session. The mean 
responses given on the reaction forms for fche six sessions related ' to » 
English instruction exceeded 3.5 out of 5.0 for 5 of the 6 sessions.* 
Overall, the mean was 4.3. ' * ^ 

OBJECTIVE CEl.1.2: ONrGOiNG STAFF TRAINING ^ v S . 

K teachers will receive inservice training 4-n English^instruotlpn during 
the 1974-75 school year. Their response on a reaction form WiHkC|hQV a 
mean response of 3.5/5 to items relating to the success of this trSl^ning. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT : NOT ACHIEVED ^ 

This training did not occur r * V . * 
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OBJECTIVE CEl a. 3: BILINGUAL AIDE ' ^. 

■ \ ■ . * , * ■ ^ ' ' ' r * 

.^Bilingual k cl^ssrabms will have the servit:e of ..ij.' bilirigual aide. 

1.. Teachers will answer ppsitively when asked whether ^xHey have ;the* 
\ s^rvi.^^s of a bilingual aide. • ^ ' 

■ ' , • * ^ ■ ' , ; -^.^ * ■ ■■ 

2. Project evaluator will document the schedules of : the 'bilingual 
aides tp determine if each K classroow is. serviced. f ' ^ 

..LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: .ACHIEVED ' ' - - 



I... ,T;}iis objective was riot d:^rectly measure. * 
2'. t-This objective was not iheasureci. 



.EVIDEHCE: * ; V 

1* In the Teacher Quest iortnaire the teachers responded that they had 
the 8ervl#fe8 of an aide at least part of the day. 

* 

2* This objective was not measured. 



OBJECTIVE CE1.1.'4: PARENT VOLUNTEERS 

Parent voluat^l^isfi/vill work in bilingual K classrooms. There Will be at ^ 
..least one p;arent volunteer involved in an instructional/supervisory 
capacity per classroom per month as documented' by classroom records on 
()arent^ involvement . 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED - 

\ ' . ' 

An average of one students per cla^ft was represented in a school activity 
each month. However, the majority Hjf the parents engaged in conferences, 
material preparation, and fiel4 trips. ^ v v ^ 

-EVIDENCE: ^ ' ' 

»Forms for recording the participation of parents in school activities 
were distributed to all project classroom. In February, 1975 an analysis 
of these forms showed "that '20% ^f the project 'students had been represented 
by at least one parent in a school activity. This averagejp out to about 
one parent in a school .activity per classroom per month. 



OBJECTIVE CEl. 1.5: MATE^RIALS _ \ ' .% 

t 

Materials budgeted for English instruction in K will be ordered £^d de- 
livered. Delivery of these materials will be document e'^l by the evaluation 
staff. : V . * ' . 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT-: ACHIEVED" ' ' ' ' 

All materials budgeted were ordered and all these materials received were 
distributed to' the schools. - • 

EVIDENCE: " A*;^" . . 

Records ^in the project files and , in the Business Office document the * ; 
e?cpenditure bf all funde budgeted for material. Records of receipts . . 
"of the materials ordered and c^t^s of their distribution to the schools 
are also available. - ^ 



OBJfeCTIVE CEl,i\6: StlPERVISION i ' 

Project 8^a¥f Vlll, be avitiiable -to h^elp clasarocftw teachers and aides plan 
Spanish instruction. Each teacher] will have a regularly scheduled meeting 
t)nce eath seAesitar^with^mOTber of the. bilingual* project, staff. ThUs 
will be^ documented by the ^ontfhly a'taf f cpn^ct* form. 

tl^m OF ATTAINMEN*t : * ACHIEVfft) ^ ^ 

* i - * ■ ' 

Each project ft eacher was visijLted by ^rojfect staff on the average of at 

least once a jnonth^ - if» • 

^, Records. Ilaintained by tl^project staf'f ^cument itheir ^isijtation to e^ch 
•prx^ect school. These visitations were sclie^^led weekly during most 
months. Frequency of thQ ^f^sits ranged Yrom onc;e a week to twice a nonth.' 

' ^ > _^ _ _ - - : — 

OBJECTIVE CE2.1.1: gUMMER STAFF TRAINING ^ 

Teachers and aides will participate in ttainirig activities for English 
, languagli' development during the Summer Workshop. Their responses on a 
reaction form will show a mean response of ''S. 5/5 to items relating bo 
the success of this training. * 

■ ' .. ' , ' 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED ^ . 

English development was a topic for training during the Summer Workshop. 
Mean reactions of 'participants' exceeded 3.5; w 

EVIDENCE: " ' 

At least tftree of the ses«sLoris 'in ther Sximmer. Workshop directly 'addressed 
English Inaguage development (see Appendix A). Participants completed 
reaction forms for each sessiQ,nj.i ;Two out of three sessions received ' 
' ,r at ings above 3.51" . -( — ^ 

♦ < . . . . ■ • . • , . ' \ ^ 

OBJECTIVE' CE2.;L. 2: ON-GOING' STA# TRAINING 

Teac'fiers and aides will-participate in triining activities for English 
language development . during>the 1974-75 School year. * Their responses 
on a reaction form will show a mean response of 3.5/5 to it ems ."^r elating 
to the success\of this training. * , 



1^ 



^ ..... 
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LISVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 
Thl^ training did not occur 



OBJECTIVE CE2. 1.3: -BILINGUAL AIDE 

Each bilingual classroom' will have the services of a bilingual teacher al,de, 

Teachers will answer positively when asked whether they have the 
services of a bilingual aide. 



LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

All the teachers responding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated thac 
they had .the services of ^ teacher aide at least part of the day. 

EVIDENCE: ' 

f ■ ... '* ' - ' 

In the Teacher Questionnaire all of the teachers indicated that they had 
an aide .at least part o,f,the day. The project evaluator interviewed the 
teachers aides and noted their schedules. 



OBJECITVE CE2.1..4: MATERIALS ' 

Ij^terials budgeted for conducting language development activities will be 
delivered. * Delivery -of these materials will be documented by the 
evaluation staff. ~ ^ 

LEVEL. OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED. 

V' ■ • ■ • » ■ ■ ; 

All materials budgeted were ordered and all these materials received 
^ w^re distributed to the schools;' 



EVIDENCE: 

Records in the project files and in the Business Office document the 
expenditure of all funds budgeted for materials. Records of receipt 
of the 'materials ordered and date^ of their distribution to the sctiools 
are also available. 



OBJECTIVE CE2,l-5: PARENT VOLUNTEERS >^ 

Parent » volunteers 'will provide resources for language activities and 
provide teachers with more time for individual or small group instruction. 
There will be at least one parent volunteer involved in an instructional/ 
supervisory capacity per classroom per month as documented by classrJbm 
records on parental involvement. 



LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

An average of qne stfudent per class was represented in a schoQl activity 
each month. However^ the majority of the parents engaged ig conferences, 
material preparation, and field trips. ' - ' ^ 

EVIDENCE: ^ ' 

Forms for recording the participation of parents in school activities 
were distributed to all project classrooms. In Februa;»y, 1975 an analysia 
of these forms showed that 20% ,of the project students had been represented^ 
by at least otl> parent in a school activity, this averages out to about , 
one parent in 'a schbol a(itivity per classroom^per^mon^^ ^ 

OBJECTIVE CE2,1,6: SUPERVISION 

Project staff will be available to help teachers and aides plan instruction. 
Each teacher will have a regularly scheduled meeting once each semester 
with^a member of .the bilingual project -staff. This will be documented by \ 
the monthly staff contact form, ^ 

LEVEtr OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED - 

Each project teacher was visited by project staff an average of at least 
once a mo4th-. V * ^ 

EVIDENCE: 

Records maintained by the project staff document tfteir visitation to each 
project school. These visitations* were scheduled . weekly during ;most 
months. Frequency of these visits ranged from once a month to tflrice a ^ 
month, ■ , ' 



OBJECTIVE. CE3. 1*1: DOMINANCE TESTING 

Each K and 1 student's language dominance will be -determined by the 
admini$tration of 'the James or PAL test within the first three weeks 
of school, fall, 1974. Copies of these scores will be forwarded to^ 
and kept on file in the Office of Evaluation. * 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

'a11 K and 1 project students* enrolled the first week of September were 
tested. 

EVIDENCE : ACHIEVED 

Bilingual aides were trained and administered the James or the PAL 

tests to -all K and 1st grade students during the first week in September.- 

The scored are on -file in the Office of Research and Eyalu^tion. 



OBJECTIVE CE3.1.2: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING " 

Teachers and aide^ will attend inservice sessions concerning the 
importance of and the use of language dominance scores during the Suomi^r . 
Workshop. Their responses on a reaction form will show a mean of 3.5/5 
to items relating to the success of this training. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

A session on the. importance of and use of language dominance scores was 
conducted: No reaction forms were completed. 

EVIDENCE: 

A brief session on language dominance testing was conducted, however, ' 

time did not permit participants to complete reaction forms for this \ 

session. 




OBJECTIVE CE3. 1.3: AI-DE TRAINING 

Bilin^^al aides who will be administering the James or PAL test will 
receive training. The names of those aides participating. in the training 
will ,be on file in the Office of Evaluation. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED ^ 

Aides received training in administering and. scoring the James or. PAL 
tests in a half-d^y i|)rkshop. 

EVIDENCE: . 

All bilingual aides hired the first week-of school in .^Xugust attended 
a half-day training session \conducted by the bilingual program staff. 
Aides were trained in the administration andlscoring of eit-her the 
James or the PAL tests. The names of the aides trained are on file 
with the school or ^schools in which they tested. 
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OBJECTIVE CE3.1.A: SUPERVISION 

Project staff will be avaflable tfo help teachers and aides organize 
classrooms on the basis of these scores. Each teacher will have a 
•regularly scheduled meeting with a member of the bilingual project 
ataff during the first semester, '^his will be documented by the 
monthly staff contact form. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

Each project teacher was visited, by project staff an average of at 

least once a mon?th. 

'Kir ^ ■ . 

EVIDENCE: \ 

Records maintained by the project staff document their visitation to 
each project school. These visitations were scheduled weekly during 
most months. ^Frequency of these visits ranged from once a week to 
twice; a' inonth. y 



OBJECTIVE CE3.1.5: MATERIALS 

All budgeted materials for beg^inning..readlngf,*instruction in English 
will be ordered and deliyered.^^J^i^^^^ will \>e 

documented by the evaluation sta'f f i/^r*;. ^ ^ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED ' " 'v - . 

r 

All material budgeted were ordered and all these materials received were 
distributed to the schools. 

EVIDENCE: 

Records in the project files and in the Business Office document the 
expenditure of all funds budgeted for materials. Records of receipt of 
the materials ordered and dates of their distribution to the school are 
* available. ^ 



(^JECTIVE CE3. 2.1: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING 

Teachers will receive training in English reading and writing instruction 
during the Summer Workshop.; Their respQhses'on a reaction form will^show 
mean response of 3.5/5 to' items relating to the success of this training 

(£>> •• ; ■ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED . ^ . 

Seven Suramet^W<»kshop Sessions addressed English reading instruction. 
Three session^ addressed English language Arts which included some 
writing instruction.* .All but one session exceeded 3 . 5 on the react ion ^ori 



Appendix A describes these Summer Workshop Act ivities Igiye^^^ : ' 

mean responses on reaction form for. each. • . ^ ^-^-'-.^^^i'' \' 



OBJECTIVE CE3.2.2: ON-GOING STAFF TiRAINING : v V;, ^" 

Teachers will teceiye ingervice training in English readltig a^ 
instruction during the 1974-75 school year. Their respleii^^^-ba^ 
ruction form will show a me^n response of 3.5/5 to itemS; rel^t^ 



success of this training.. 
LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 



This training did not occur • : . y^: 



■ : ■ ; . i. . 



OBJECTIVE CE3.2.3:' MATERIALS r ^ ' V: V^;^^ 

JMai^erlals^^ for English reading and Vtiflhg^,^ will be 

(Drdefed arid delivered. 'Delivery T)£ these Tnatire^::!.^^ 
by the. evaluation staff. ' * ^^^v>V'^; 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: " ACHIEVED . . ^ ' - > 

All materials budget^d^ Wer^>o^;ddred and alt vtl>^se;t^ received 
were distributed to the schools. t ' • 



EVIDENCE: 



Records in the Vroj^ct-files and JLn the Businei^ the 
expenditure of all funds budgeted for maferia^^ 

of. the materials ordered and dates o^ their dist^ the schools 

are. also .available^' ; s' '■'";*■ ■.•■•"'*/:;': ^' 'v';/': ' i • .. ' .■ 



OBJECTIVE CE3,2.4: PARENT VOLUNTEERS 

; . . ^ ' > 

Parent volunteers will work in clasisrooms. There will be at least one 
parent volunteer involved in an instructional/supervisory capacity 
per classroom per month as documented by the monthly staff contact form. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED . 

An average of 1 students per class was representee! in a school acitivity 
each month. However, the majority of the parent's engaged in conferences, 
material preparation, and field trips, . \ 

EVIDENCE: 

•Forms for recording the pp.i:ticipation of parent^ in school activities 
were distributed to all 'f>i?'oject classroom. In February, 1975 an analysis 
of these forms showed that 20%'of the project students had b6en represented 
by at least one parent in a school activity, ThJ.s averages out to about 
one parent in a school activity per c l^^ss rdi Qp^ per mont h; .« — 

OBJECTIVE CE3. 2. 5: BILINGUAL AIDE ' ' ' ; ? ' 
Classrooms will have the service of a bilingual aide, 

1. Teachers will answer positively when asked whether they have the^ , j, 
services of a. bilingual aid.e^. ^ \ r , 

2. /. .Project ^^^^ will ddcumerit'^the schedule of the bilingual aides 

to determine if each K clai'sstTodii^ i^* serT^iced. 



OBJECTIVE CE3.2.6: SUPERVISION 

f. ■■ ■ ' ■ ' ^ 

**'\ ^' " ' ' 

i ^v^^oject Staff will be available to help classroom teachers and aides 
V y V V V English instruction. Each teacher will have a regularly scheduled 

v': V^V/ Vtneeting once each Semester with a member of the bilingual project staff. 
^ vA'^d^ will be documented by t;,he monthly staff contact fprm. 

i.'>l^^\^:^i&^L OF ATTAIN^^ ACHIEVED , . . 

■ v'A: . v^^^^^^^ teacher was visited by project staff an average, ^1i)f at ^least 

' A=^:-"~-y'J^^p^u:^a month. ■ # ' ■ , - . • V 



v^^^ 1^^^ project staff document their visitation to 

school. These visitations were scheduled weekly during' 

; y.^. IV'^^^^ of these visits ranged from once a week to twice a 

^•f;S';:^ii.^7' ■ . . , . ■ . ' 
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LEVEL* OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

All the teachers responding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated that 
they had the services of a teacKer aide at least part of the day. 

EVIDENCE:' 

In the Teacher Quiestionnaire all of the teachers indicated that they 

had an aide at least part of the day. The project evaluator interviewed 

the teachers aides and noted? their schedules.^ 



OBJECTIVE Al.1.1: SUMMER STAFF TRAINING ^ 

ProjeQt^. teachers 9hd aides will participate in training in cultural 
awareness during the Summer Workgfeb^. Their response on a reaction f oria > 
will s'how a mean response of 3.5/3 to items relating to* the success' of 
this training. ^-^^^ \ J ■ 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED ' 

A full day of the Summer Workshop wag. devoted to cultural" .awareness. 
The mean response for this day exceeded 4.6. 

o . , . 

EVIDENCE: . ' ' 

Appendix A descr4rtes in detail the activities of and reaction to the 

cult:ural activities in the Summer Workshop. . Half a day was spent 

studying Black culture and half a day was spent studying Mexican American 
culture. The responses received from participants in these two sessions 

were the highest for any session during the we6k. 



OBJECTIVE Al.1.2^ ON-GOING STAFF TRAINING 

Project teachers and aides will participate in inservice training in 
.cultural awareness* during the 1974-75 "s^ool year. The\j: responise on 
a reaction form will show a mean response, of 3.5/5 ,to items relating 
to.; the success of this training. • 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

A full day was devoted t*© cultural relevance at a workshop corfducted 
for projedt teachers at Allan Junior Hi$h on March 20,-1975. 

EVIDENCE: ^ ^ 

One full day session on cultural relevance during the school year was 
the total amount of training provided protject teachers in this area. 
No. reaction form was completed. ^ . 
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OBJECTIVE Al. 1.3: BILINGUAL AIDE 

All bilingual classrooms will have the services of a bilingual aide. 
. ' ,• . ' ' • ^ » 

a. Teachers will answer positively when asked 'whether, they havd the 
services of a bilingual aide. » ' t 

b. Project evaluator will document whether K classrooms are Served 

by 'a bilingual aide.) " 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED 

Ail the teachers responding to the Teacher Questionnaire indicated that 
they had the services of a teacher aide at least part of the day. 

EVIDENCE: ^ . 

In the Teacher Questionnaire all of the teachers indicated that they > 
^had an aide at least part; of the day. The pro-ject ey#luator interviewed 
the teachers aides and noted their schedules. 



./-. 



OBJECTIVE Al.lV A: MATERIALS > ^ ' > ;::'';v^ '- 

i ^ . . ' ■ ■ ■ ■ ,. 

Each project .classroom will receive materials budgeted for conducting^ ' ' 
culturally ^relatejd activities. The delivery of thea^]materials will be 
documented by the evaluation staff. . 

tfiVEL^ OF ATTAINMENT: ACHIEVED . * * 

Ail materials budgeted were ordered and all these materials- received 
were' distributed to the schools. . 

EVIDENCE:^ . 

RecO^s in the project files and in the Business Office document the 
expenditure of all funds , budgeted for materials. Records of receipts 
df the materials ^ordered an"3 dates of their distribution to the schools 
are also available. , 

,-— — T— — — — 

OBJECTIVE Al.1.5: CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT . \ 

The curriculum writer will fur;ni^h each project classroom with at least, 
one cultural unit. (A unit is defined as a minimum of fifteen minutes 
of classroom d'ctivity per day for a minimum of five days.) Each . 
^classroom teacher/will answer positively when ksked whether the curriculum 
writer^ has furnished*: him/her with at leas^t one cultural, unit. . ' 

LEVEL OF ATTAIN>IEMT:' NOT ACHIEVED t 



This objective was not measured 



OBJECTIVE Aia.6: PARENT VOLUNTEERS ^ ' 

• • . . , , *r ■'• 

Parent volunteers will provide- each classroom with culturally related ; 

resources at . least once each semester as documented by clas^groom 

records. ' , * - \ / 3 ' 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT: NOT ACHIEVED 

An average of one students per class was represented in a school ac^ljB^^ 

each month. However, the majority of the parents engaged in conf erene|Js/^'^^^ 
laterial preparation, and field trips. X'^ ^ 



ma 

EVIDENCE: ^ ^ , - ' • ^ 



Forms for rfecording-the participation of pajcents in school activities ^ > 
we^e distributed to all .project classroom^. In February, 1975 an analysis 
of - these forms showed that 2Q% of the project students had been represented 
by at least pne parent in a school adtivU^. This >yerages but to about^ 
oiie, parent in a school activity per classrpom per month. 

(a' ^ , ..^ ^ . ' .... ^■'v-v,;-: ; 

OBJECTIVE Al.1.7: .SUPERVISION . . * ' . 

, Project staff will be available to help cla^srdom teachers plan 
Activities. Each teacher will hav^ at least on^' scheduled conference 
with a member of the project staff' each semestef. 

LEVEL OF ATTAINMENT:. ACHIEVED . 

Each project teacher was visited by project staff on the average of at 
least once a month ' . . ' ^ 

piDENCE:. ' ■ ^ V - . ^ 

^Records maintained by the project; staff document their visitation to each 
project school. These visitations we're scheduled weekly during most - 
months. Frequency of the visits ranged from once a week to tj^ice a month. 

' * • • * ■ 

— — -— — -r — — — — — 

OBJECTIVE Al.^2.1: . , ^ 

Same as all other Inpiit Objectives. All Input Objectives in the cognitive 
domain relate to this input objective. ,/ \ 

-TT-" : ■; "~" " ; . 

OBJECTIVE A2. 1.1: _ ' " ' 

• Same as all othfer' Input Objectives. All Input Objectives in the cognitive 
domain relate to this input objective. 



OB^ElCriVE A3.1.1:. -* 

* • 

f Same all other Input Obiectives. All Input Objectives in the cognitive 
dgmain relate to this input- objective. ' ^ 
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. . , -.IJJTERRJELATIONSHIP;^- 

the- C.X.P.O. Eyajiidtion Model employed in this repfo.rt assumed ^. 
'Chat there are critical relationships among the four^ components 'ti: 
of thfe evaluation context, input, process a'r^d outcomes.' ..All 
the four components arc interrelated, ^nd one affect's the results 
,of the other. Before going any further, dne has to look at the 
context or 6tivirMnmient in which the ESAA project exists. The ^ .. 
context is that part of the project oyer which bhe has little, 
if any, control. It may encompass variables frpis^^ the school 
.i^Uch as the school building itself , the experience or tn- 
experience of the faculty, . to the bomei the education and the 
soCioecondmic level • of a> particular family, Takin^\this into 
closer conside"ratiqi;i; one'then takes 4 Closer look at the' 
interaction oT lack, bfi interact ion -jjiatw^en the inputs and processes 
outlined .for a i>articiilar ptOj[ect, in tfii^ case - ESM>- and 
exam ines^ow thesis, two h^ve affected .the expected outcomes of 
the project. , * : . v \ 

Input objectives are thpse objectives, those variables;* provided 
directly as a result of a program, but .whic]t)(''r,are antecedent to 
the actual teaching-learning activity. Process 'objectives or 
vatiables include those things which occur at the moment of the \ 
teaching-learning act. Included' as processes are such things 
as teaching methodology and verb&l" interactions. There should be 
definite felations^iip' between' the inputs and the process^/ 
In order for the processes, to /take place, the inputs haKre to be 
implemented which uitimateiy produce the outcomes of a proj-^ct. 
Ail of these interactions are t^ the contek^t 

of the whole.i>rbject. * , . \ 

Most of the process and input objectives for the ESAA Bilitigu^/. 
Bicultural .Pro jec^t. were met , * An outcome objective that was not 
met was the objective ..that dealt with the increase of reading 
skills in Spanish, \ . One has only , to take a closer look at the. > 
input and process oti^jectives that:: were not Wt and one sees that^* : 
there was no on-goirig training 1ai Spanish t^evelopment* d 
school year and that the teachers did noV']^lj|rt with the tekcher ' 
aide on a regular basis. Another Input objejpiifive that .was hot 
met was getting the parents into the classrcJ^gjs to assist in 
instruction, : In thfe process QbjectiveS|^ the. ^jj&ding and ^writing 
activities in Spanish were not met. There was-^|practically no 
curriculum development to speak of,. A^l these input and process, 
objectives that were not met could have vety ppsaj'^^)ly been the ^ 
reasons that ther^ was no increase in reading ski^tl^^^ in Spanish^ 

These findings can be of great value io the project staff next ^ 
year so that they can strengthen these 'areas in order that the 
project can better serve the students 4^ -the ESAA. Bilingual/' \ 
Biciiltural Project, . '\ • , ' ^ 



GLOSSARY • ' * V 

ESAA - Emergency' School Aid Act pap^ed by Congress to^ assist 

school districts under a c^iirt ordered 3fesegregatiori » ^ 

■ plaa^ - • V ■ • ^ ■ \ " • 

' ^ ' • ■ ' -i-k ■ ■ 

Project - ESAA Bilingual/Bicultural Project in A'.L.S.D* . 

• • . ' • ' ' ' ^ ■ • ' ^ ' J- 
Project Year - July 1^ 1974 to June 30, 1975 ^ 

. . " • . ' • ' . ' ■ a" 

Bilingual Classropm— Project classroom , engaged in bilingual* c^ .. ^ 

- instruction and having a bi^lingual / 

teacher, ' • ' J-' ^ 

' " , . ' ■ ■ \ ' ' ^ • ■. ^ '- 

Team Classroom - Project classroom engaged in bilingual in- ; 

structibn and having amonollngual teacher. 

Monolingiial Classroom Projefit 'classroom where all instruction 

is in^ English.''. ; . ; 

Bicultural Classroom- Project classroom wherS air instruction * ; 

' ^ ' is iri English. ' ' =. . ^ J^-- 

^ . • ■ ' ^ 

C.I. P.p. - Evaluation model developed by the A.I.S.D. pffice of \ 
Evaluation and used as a basis for ^itiis report. >_ 
''' '}• ' • ' ' * ■ • ■ . ■ 

• 05 Ij^VeX of Confidence In the analysis of data reported hpre, 

^4 *' V this n\eans that in only 5 cases out o^ 

V . 100 the difference observed 'between tWo 

' • „ Measures ^would have occurred by chance. ^ 

Significai^t Difference - This term is used only when* the difference 

i between two measures reaches or exceeds 
the .05 level of confidence. 

Random Sample - This term ref ers to' samples that ' are drawn in yh'icix 
all the subjects in that population have an equSl 
chance of being chosen. 



